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THURSDAY, AUGUST 22, 1957 


Unitep STaTes SENATE, 
ComMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS,. 
Washington, D. C. 

The committee met at 10:35 a. m., pursuant to call, in room 224, 
Senate Office Building, Hon. Joseph C. O’Mahoney (chairman of the 
Public Lands Subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Joseph é O’Mahoney (Wyoming); Alan Bible 
(Nevada); Richard L. Neuberger (Oregon); Thomas H. Kuchel 
(California), and Gordon Allott (Colorado). 

Senator O’Manoney. The committee will come to order. ° 

Will the witnesses who are to appear be seated at the table? 

Let us come to order, please. 

Senator ALtLtorr. Mr. Chairman, I want, for myself, and in behalf 
of the people of Arlington County who wanted and desired more 
information on this, to express our appreciation to you for calling 
this meeting at this time. 

It is going to be a great service to everyone, I am sure. 

Senator O’Manoney. The committee felt very kindly toward the 
idea of the establishment of a freedom shrine foundation memorial. 

There was received by the chairman of the full committee, Senator 
Murray, a letter dated August 7, from the Assistant Secretary of the 
Interior, submitting a favorable report upon the bill. 

I will make that letter a part of the record at this point, to be 
preceded by the bill itself. 

(The bill and letter referred to, together with the report from the 
Bureau of the Budget, are as follows :) 


8. 2363, 85th Cong., Ist sess.] 


AN ACT to authorize the erection of a national monument symbolizing the ideals of democracy in the 
fulfillment of the Act of August 31, 1954 (68 Stat. 1029), ‘“‘An Act to create a National Monument Come 
mission, and for other purposes”’ 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That 2) the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized to grant authority to the National Freedom Shrine Foundation, a 
corporation organized under the laws ‘of the District of Columbia, to erect a 
national monument as contemplated by the Act of August 31, 1954 (68 Stat. 
1029), in accordance with plans and designs approved by the National Monument 
Commission, the National Capital Planning Commission, the Secretary of the 
Interior, and the National Commission of Fine Arts, and in accordance with all 
the provisions of such Act. The United States shall bear no expense with respect 
to the erection of such monument. 

(b) In the event the construction of such monument has not begun within 
five years from the date of the enactment of this Act, the authority granted herein 
shall terminate and be of no further force or effect. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., August 7, 1957. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Senator Murray: Your committee has requested a report on 8. 2363, 
a bill to authorize the erection of a national monument symbolizing the ideals of 
democracy. The act of August 31, 1954 (68 Stat. 1029), provided that the 
function of the Commission established i by that act would be to secure plans and 
designs for a useful monument to the Nation symbolizing to the United States 
and the world, the ideals of democracy as embodied in the five freedoms—speech, 
religion, press, assembly, and petition—-sanctified by the Bill of Rights, adopted 
by Congress in 1789, and later ratified by the States. 

We recommend favorable consideration of this proposed legislation. 

By the terms of this proposal, the National Freedom Shrine Foundation, Inc., 
a public spirited organization, would be authorized to erect the monument 
contemplated under the 1954 act: Plans for the monument have been formulated 
by the National Monument Commission, with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior, the National Capital Planning Commission, and the Commission of 
Fine Arts, as prescribed by the act. Pursuant to this proposed legislation, the 
foundation would carry out the raising of funds and the construction of the 
monument. We understand that the foundation plans to raise the funds for the 
monument, estimated to cost $23,950,000, by an appeal to the Nation’s students 
and the general publhce. Current plans of the foundation call for completion of 
the monument structure by July 4, 1962. 

Under the plan of the Commission for the monument structure, the details of 
which we understand will be presented separately to your committee, the monu- 
ment would be a roofless structure opening to the sky in order to incorporate 
that sense of freedom which the monument itself is designed to portray. The 
monument would be 250 feet wide, 500 feet long, and 90 feet in height. In the 
center of the structure would be a garden-like court in which there would be 
constructed a monolithic shaft. Upon this shaft there would be carved the 
credo of freedoms upon which the principles of democracy are based and by which 
democratic governments exist. 

As planned by the Commission, the Freedom Shrine will depict American his- 
tory chronologically, stressing the continuity of events and the manner in which 
the ideals and aspirations of one generation have affected and inspired the next. 
It is contemplated that the walls of the structure would portray, on their granite 
surfaces, impressive inscriptions of great distinction, imperishable phrases chosen 
from our past, and, in high relief, groups of figures, episodes, and events of our 
Nation’s history. Starting with the Age of Discovery, the monument plan in- 
cludes in chronological order around the interior walls, a succession of sculptored 
figures in groups depicting, in a narrative manner, the highlights of our Nation’s 
history. Adequate space would be reserved upon the monument walls for similar 
treatment of future historic events and persons in order that future generations 
may add to the history of our way of life in this proposed Freedom Shrine. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised us that there would be no objection to 
the submission of this report to your committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
Rocer C. Ernst, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 





EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 
BUREAU OF THE BUDGET, 
Washington, D. C., August 6, 1957. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. CuarrMan: This is in reply to your request for the views of this 
Bureau on 8. 2363, a bill to authorize the erection of a national monument symbol- 
izing the ideals of democracy 

Under the provisions of s. 2363, the National Freedom Shrine Foundation 
could be authorized to erect a national monument as contemplated by the act of 
August 31, 1954, in accordance with plans and designs approved by the National 
Monument Commission, the National Capital Planning Commission, the Secretary 
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of the Interior, and the. National Commission of Fine Arts. The United States 
would bear no expense of the erection of such monument under the terms of the bill. 

You are advised that the Bureau of the Budget would have no objection to 
enactment of 8. 2363. 

Sincerely yours, 
Rosert E. MerRRIAM, 
Assistant Director. 

Senator O’ M: AHONEY. Mr. Thompson, Assistant Superintendent of 
the National Capital Par ks, is here. 

Are you ready to make a statement? 

Mr. Tuompson. I believe it would be preferable, Mr. Chairman, 
if I were to come on later, if I may. I suggest that Mr. Palmer be 
your first witness. — 

Senator O’Manoney. All right. ; 

Mr. Palmer is chairman of the Hall of ee History, which has 
merged with the freedom-shrine plans of Freedoms Foundation at 
V alley Forge. 


STATEMENT OF CHARLES PALMER, ATLANTA, GA. 


Mr. Paumer. Mr. Chairman, it may be of interest to have a bit of 
background. 

The period of evolution of this project has been 7 years. Originally, 
in Georgia, there was a group that had certain public land as an 
agency of the State of Georgia. In order to find an appropriate use 
for those lands, they sought that which would be helpful to all our 
people. 

They found that for over 20 years an architect named Eric Gugler, 
assisted by great sculptors, such as Paul Manship, and historians, 
such as Judge Learned Hand, had developed a model at a cost of 
$100,000 so that the entire world could be shown the kind of freedom 
which the people from all over the earth who comprise our Nation 
had created in the United States of America. 

As a result, public-spirited citizens in Georgia put over $275,000 
in further developing the model and forming an organization, composed 
of great leaders in the United States, to build this project. 

I can submit a list showing labor, colored, white, Jews, Protestants, 
Catholics, presidents of great universities, Cabinet officers, and so 
forth. 

The conception was that the President of the United States would 
always be ex officio president of this great project, and the consent 
of the President, then in office, was secured. 

Senator O’Manonny. You mean to include, of course, all religious 
groups? 

Mr. Patmer. Yes; all religious groups. 

If you will go over the list, you will find the great leaders from our 
country, of all walks of life, were in this. To be specific, they include 
Mr. George Humphrey, Secretary of the Treasury; Mrs. Roosevelt, 
Jobn L. Lewis, Walter Reuther, George Meany; Dr. Rufus Clement, 
president of Atlanta University, one of the great colored leaders in 
this country; Arthur Hays Sulzberger, Norman Chandler; Gen. Lucius 
Clay, who was chairman of the executive committee; Mr. McCloy, 
president of the Chase National Bank; Joseph Pulitzer, so forth and 
so on. 

I shall not burden the record with more names. 
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Senator O’Manoney. May I develop this fact, which appears from 
the reports which have been received here, that the intention of the 
foundation is to raise the money necessary to pay the cost of this 
memorial. 

Mr. Patmer. Without public funds. 

Senator O’Manonry. No public funds. 

Mr. Patmer. That is the intent. 

Senator O’Maunoney. The proposal does not request any appro- 
priation at all from Congress? 

Mr. Patmer. None whatsoever. 

Senator O’Manonry. The Acting Secretary of the Interior; in his 
letter, which I made a part of the record, says: 

We understand that the National Freedom Shrine Foundation plans to raise 
the funds for the monument, estimated to cost $23,950,000, by an appeal to the 
Nation’s students and the general public. Current plans of the foundation call 
for completion of the monument structure by July 4, 1962. 

Is it your conclusion that this sum, which you have estimated to be 
the total cost, will be sufficient to cover the operation? 

Mr. Pater. There are various estimates. The private body that 
would be raising the funds, under. the leadership of Gen. Omar 
Bradley, has various estimates. 

If different materials are used, it may cost more, but they are 
prepared to raise the amount of money necessary. 

Dr. Wells of the Freedom Foundation, who has had great success in 
similar projects before, can elaborate on that. 

Senator O’Manonry. And in no event is it proposed to draw upon 
the Treasury of the United States? Is that right? 

Mr. Pater. It is not proposed to draw upon the Treasury of the 
United States. Now, to develop more exactly what happened to the 
Georgia project, if I may, Mr. Chairman? 

Senator O’Manoney. Please. 

Mr. Patmer. The group went forward and visited the various 
States, through staff operation. There was found to be objection, even 
among a few of our own trustees, that, while the location in Georgia 
was on the direct route from the Middle West to Florida, and easily 
reached, it was a bit remote, that a project for the entire United States 
should be more centrally located. There was also interstate rivalry 
for it; other States wanted it. 

The final conclusion was to explore meeting those objections. It 
was then found fortuitously and without our knowledge that the 
Freedom Foundation of Valley Forge had been working along exactly 
the same line, with a shrine to be built in Washington. ; 

The two organizations then combined into what now exists and in 
being as the National Freedom Shrine, of which Mr. Spencer Olin is 
the chairman, Dr. Wells is the president, and Don Belding and I are 
the vice chairmen. 

General Omar Bradley is the chairman of the commissioners. The 
commissioners will be similar in standing and many of them the same 
as were in the previous project. 

Legislation then was introduced over 2 years ago to set aside 25 
acres in Arlington for this purpose. ‘Those 25 acres had originally 
been considered for a veterans’ hospital. 

General Bradley, at the time the hospital was being considered, 
together with others, Mr. Chairman, felt that a great building for a 
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veterans’ hospital would be an inappropriate and inharmonious 
development on that site. 

They withdrew and made this available, saying that this being so 
much lower and in keeping with the whole atmosphere over there, 
would ‘be the most appropriate solution for the use of the tract. 

Senator O’Manoney. You say it was made available, the land, 
the site? 

Mr. Patmer. Yes, sir. 

Senator O’Manoney. In what way was it made available? © 

Mr. Patmer. You mean for the Freedom Foundation? 

Senator O’ Manoney.. Yes. 

Mr. Paumer. It was made available by congressional action 
establishing a National Monument Commission composed of 4 
Senators, 4 Congressmen, and 4 citizens from private life. 

Senator O’Manonry. This was done by Public Law 742 of the 83d 
Congress? 

Mr. Patmer. That is correct; that is the legislation. 

Senator O’Manonry. I might complete the citation. It is United 
States Statutes at Large, volume 68, part 1, page 1029. 

Senator Attort. May I interpose, Mr. Chairman, at this point? 

Senator O’Manoney. Yes. 

Senator AuLorr. It is on that Commission as members of it, ap- 
pointed by the Vice President, that Senator Neuberger and myself 
have served since 1955. ‘Our service accounts for our continued in- 
terest in this matter. 

Senator O’Manoney. I am glad you made that part of the record. 

Senator Neuspercer. Mr. Chairman, may I join Senator Allott in 
thanking you for your courtesy in holding this hearing so promptly 
and at such an early hour in these busy days. 

I have to return soon to the Post Office Committee where we are 
holding hearings on the rate bill passed the House. I simply want to 
join myself with Senator Allott in his statement about our service 
together on the Monument Commission upon appointment by Vice 
President Nixon. 

Mr. Patmer. To conclude, Senator, this National Monument 
Commission was composed of 4 Senators, bipartisan; 4 Congressman, 
bipartisan; and 4 private citizens selected at large by the President 
of the United States, the Chairman being Mr. Spencer T. Olin. 

Mr. Don Belding was on it, and other people of equal standing. 

To sum up, over a period of 7 years of actively bringing this into 
being, which had been studied for many years before by great his- 
torians, sculptors, and architects, after the expenditure of $275,000 
of private funds, it is now ready to turn over to the heart of the 
Nation to be brought into being, to show the people of the world what 
the American Nation is. 

Senator O’Manoney. I want to make it clear, if I may interrupt, 
that when I asked you what you meant by saying the Veterans’ 
Administration made this land available, you mainly refer to the act 
setting up the Commission. 

It is my understanding that the 25 acres which were originally 
planned to be used as a veterans’ hospital, having been found to be 
unsuitable for that purpose because of surrounding conditions, that 
land is now the property of the Government of the United States 
under the jurisdiction of the Department of the Interior, and the pres- 
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ent bill makes it possible for the Department of the Interior to convey 
this land for the purpose of the memorial. 

Mr. Patmer. That is right, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator O’Manoney. That is the only contribution that the Gov- 
ernment is making. 

Mr. Pautmer. That is correct. 

Senator O’Manoney. No appropriations. 

Mr. Pautmer. That is right. 

Senator O’Manoney. Only the land which the Government now 
owns will be given. After the memorial is completed, it will be under 
the general direction of the national parks. 

Mr. Paumer. Yes; the National Park Service and the Department 
of Interior will administer it. 

Senator O’Manonry. Yes. 

Mr. Patmer. The only thing that is now needed is the pro forma 
final approval, because all of the stipulations laid out in the act. have 
been complied with, such as having had hearings before the National 
Capital Planning Commission and the Fine Arts Commission, and 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior. That has all been done. 

There have been hearings before 2 committees of the Congress, 1 of 
the House and 1 of the Senate, with all of this information available 
to them. 

I will close with this: Why should it be built? 

It has been found that no place in our rapidly growing country can 
a young person or a foreigner find our history in one place; they would 
have to go to Valley Forge and to Gettysburg; they would have to 
go to California, to find the history of our country. 

This is a visual portrayal from the beginning up to the present of 
our history and will continue. The walls will be so arranged thatjit 
will be a living monument with future generations carving their history 
as it unfolds. 

The foreigner who comes here will be able to sit in front of this 
memorial with headphones and the description of what he is seeing 
played into his ears in the language of his own country, so that he will 
understand what we have done. 

It is very necessary in the world today. 

Senator O’Manonery. Well, the project won the approval of the 
entire committee. 

Mr. Pautmer. And of all bodies required under the legislation. 

Senator O’Manoney. But I notice we have present here today 
Chairman Wesley W. Cooper, of the Arlington County Board, and 
Mr. Ralph Kaul, who is a member of the board, as well as Mr. Albert . 
Y. Woodward, resident of Arlington. 

If any of these gentlemen want to ask any questions, I am sure 
you will be very happy to answer them. 

Mr. Pater. I will be very happy to, Mr. Chairman. 

I would suggest, sir, if you care to get the final background for this 
information 





Senator O’Maunoney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Pater. I am sure that is what they are seeking. Dr. Wells 
could fill in where I may have omitted if he will continue. 

Senator O’Manoney. Any of your group will answer the questions 
that they care to ask. 

Will the gentlemen from Arlington please take seats at the table? 
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Mr. Kavu. Mr. Chairman, I am Mr. Kaul. I do not see Mr. 
Cooper in the room. 

Mr. Woodward is here from Arlington. 

Senator Attotr. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest also, that the record 
should show that the gentlemen have brought up again the concepts 
of the memorial which are around the room here for examination and 
explanation. 

Senator O’Maunonrey. Yes. I was going to ask you in a few mo- 
ments to make a demonstration, make of yourself an exhibitor and 
explain these exhibits to those who are interested. 

Mr. Kaul, do you wish to ask any questions? 

Mr. Kavu. Mr. Chairman, perhaps I may have an opportunity to 
speak after the presentation, if I may. 

Senator O’Manoney. Just as you desire. I wanted you in the 
picture from the very beginning. That is why I brought you up here 
to the committee table. 

Mr. Kavu. Thank you, sir. 

Senator O’Mauoney. Very well. 

Mr. Pater. Will Dr. Wells please come forward? - 

Senator O’Manoney. Dr. Wells? 


STATEMENT OF DR. KENNETH WELLS, VALLEY FORGE, PA., 
PRESIDENT, FREEDOM FOUNDATION AT VALLEY FORGE 


Dr. Wetus. Mr. Chairman, it is a very proper thing that Virginia, 
the ciel State of our countr y, should be the State to receive and to 
permanently have for its own, this memorial. 

As the father of 3 foster children in addition to my own, 2 of whom 
are German, I am deeply aware for the need of having an understand- 
ing of American history by young people that we have brought from 
other countries, and we bring them to Virginia to see a great share of 
this. 

The entire concept comes at a time when we are in this final contest 
between those who believe in God and those who believe in atheistic 
imperialist world socialism. 

Knowing that our way of life is based upon the fundamental belief — 
in God, which this will say and show to the world, and knowing it is 
based on constitutional government designed to serve and not ae the 
American people, it gives us a remarkable center for the great contest 
that we are in with the whole of the world Communist mechanism. 

I would like to bring to the committee’s attention the fact that this 
era in American life may well be described as the American age, and 
that we have seen within the lifetimes of the men sitting at this con- 
ference table the loss of freedom by over 900 million people in the 
_world. They have not lost it by military means alone. In fact, only 
a relatively modest number, but they have lost it because their 
conception of the concepts of freedom and the very great history of 
the free way of life was not adequate to sustain them in their great 
trials as they were pressed upon with the propaganda of the atheist 
Communist regimes. 

We have the enormous task of giving to our young the true under- 
standing of their own heritage, its concepts, its faiths, and its actual 
events. 

We have no place i in this Nation at the beginning of this American 

age, where this is possible. 
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And I should like to refer to a statement written by President 
Eisenhower, first, in June of 1952, and later prepared.again in Novem- 
ber of 1952, before he became President of the United States, and it 
was a statement which he handed to me at the time he made the first 
contribution to the building of this freedom shrine. 

That statement was to open contributions by all Americans to the 
entire project. I should like, sir, to read that. It is very short, but 
I should like to read it, if I may. [Reading:] 

THe Orrice or Dwicut D. E1seENHOWER, 
Commodore Hotel, New York, N. Y., November 24, 1952. 

I hereby affirm that I presented Kenneth Wells, president of American Freedom 
Foundation, on Saturday, June 28, 1952, one 1942 Liberty dime. This dime is 
given to open national contributions from Americans, whoever they are and 
wherever they may be, to.implement the purpose of érecting in our Nation’s 
Capital, a monument to Americans’ basic beliefs. Thus we will show the world 
our Nation’s fundamental belief in God, our constitutional government, designed 
to serve, and not to rule, the American people, and our indivisible fundamental of 
personal, political, and ethical rights. The symbol of our free society might bear 
the phrases of Washington, Jefferson, Franklin, and Lincoln. It will give to each 
oncoming generation the reminder of the price of freedom in the past and present 
and our purpose of living harmoniously together, permitting the creative spirit of 
man to reach its highest aspiration, to seek its own destiny, and serve in the cause 
of freedom of its fellowman. 
Dwicut D. E1sENHOWER. 

In the process to be developed under General Bradley as the 
Chairman of the National Board of. Commissioners, contributions 
would be sought of all of the schoolchildren of this country. 

With more than 45 million children in America’s schools, the task 
does not seem at all impossible, in addition to contributions which 
might well be received from other parts of the public. 

The content of the Freedom Shrine in its final design is to be 
resolved by an eminent board of 12 or more historians selected from 
the principal institutions of our country, headed by the renowned 
and able Dr. John Kraut, the provost of Columbia University, who 
has accepted this task. 

And this work has gone on for a great many years in the preparation 
of the actual models themselves, from the language material all the 
way through. 

May I insert, too, please, that the project has been endorsed in 
writing by 221 chief and associate justices of State supreme courts 
of the United States, each one of whom has contributed a token dime 
to the Freedom Shrine. This group is under the chairmanship of 
Chief Justice Carl V. Weygandt, of the Supreme Court of Obio. 
This group has petitioned the President of the United States that 
this shrine might be erected on this site. 

You have the complete revelation of American history in it. We 
have love’s labor on everyone’s part. Not a person related to this 
has received compensation either direct or indirect. 

We have searched, we have found, and selected the world-known 
Eric Gugler, as the architect. We have searched and after long 
selection processes have selected the firm of Harbison, Howe, Living- 
ston & Larsen, of Philadelphia, as supervisors in the architectural 
field, and we have in being at the present time ready to go to work, 
a great team of Americans who are separating themselves from their 
normal jobs of remuneration to work wholeheartedly and fully in 
carrying out this task. 
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This will be the largest love’s labor done in the history of the Amer- 
ican Republic. ; 

It will provide for a thousand and more years a place where we will 
have a genuine center for teaching of the American concepts, American 
ideals and American aspirations and, above all, for the comprehension 
of the price that has been paid for our liberty and freedom, so Ameri- 
cans might have genuine understanding of events of American history. 

The monument itself is not just a matter of stone and concrete. 
It is probable that we shall be able to have areas within it where 
people receiving their citizenship, people who are just for the first 
time coming to Washington as new citizens, or young people turning 
the age of 21 and receiving their majority can come and lay their 
small freedom bricks deep in the walls of the Freedom Shrine and 
dedicate themselves to the American ideals, at this time when we 
are in the final battle for ideals in the world today. 

In 7 years we have gone from 200 million to 900 million people 
behind the Iron Curtain. They have not gone by the sword; they 
have gone because of their understanding, their faith in institutions 
and opportunities to maintain their freedom is not as deeply ingrained. 

This Nation is the last bastion; it is the target of world communism. 
It is the principal center of the world in the attack against us. 

This shrine belongs, of course, on the George Washington Mall area. 
It belongs specifically: on this site where all of the American Nation 
may benefit by it. : 

I most appreciate the opportunity of responding, as I have. I 
shall be pleased, of course, to answer any questions that I may 
answer. 

Senator O’Manonry. Thank you, Dr. Wells. 

Senator Allott? an 

Senator ALLotr. I have no questions. 

Senator O’Manoney. Senator Kuchel? 

Senator Kucnex. | would want the record to show, Mr. Chairman, 
that I appreciate the opportunity of being here, and of listening to 

the perfectly enthralling comments which have been made. 
' It does seem to me that people lose sight in America by reason of 
the speed with which we live of the great achievements that we have 
made, of some of the basic reasons for those achievements. 

I am delighted to learn here firsthand the definite progress which 
has been made in a magnificent dream which I have much hope may 
receive the unanimous approval of our people. 

That is all I have to say, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator O’Manoney. Thank you, Senator Kuchel. 

Do you care to make any comment, Mr. Kaul? 


STATEMENT OF RALPH KAUIL, MEMBEP, ARLINGTON COUNTY 
BOARD 


Mr. Kavu. Mr. Chairman, I would like to start by saying that I 
know of no one in Arlington, or in Virginia, or in the United States, 
who would object to a great monument symbolizing the ideals of 
democracy, and that, I understand, is the purpose of this bill. 

But the questions that have been raised, Mr. Chairman, are 
questions having to do with the lack of adequate notice and public 
hearings for the people in Arlington and Virginia to know the back- 
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ground of this proposal and to be assured that the monument will 
accomplish what these gentlemen have spoken of here today. 

And I appreciate the opportunity to be here today and to hear this 
background for the first time and to participate in this preliminary 
hearing, which I hope will lead to the committee recalling the bill and 
having full hearings on the merits on which all of the people of Arling- 
ton, the veterans’ organizations, the many groups will have an 
opportunity to come here and to hear what is proposed and to express 
to the committee their views. 

Then, I think, Mr, Chairman, there will be a basis for the knowledge 
of the Members of Congress to act on this proposal that I am sure is 
inspired by the highest of purposes. 

Now, with regard to the merits, I learned of this hearing at 4 o’clock 
yesterday afternoon, and I have had really no opportunity to prepare 
a statement, or to notify a good many people that do not know of the 
hearing this morning, to advise them of the hearing and bring them 
down here so that you could have the benefit of their views. 

But I have noted here, Mr. Chairman, some of the questions that 
the people over in Arlington and northern Virginia have raised, and 
I would like to, without going into the merits of the matter, indicate 
the kind of questions that have been raised to me, and which I feel 
that the committee and the Members of the Congress would be in- 
terested in. 

Senator O’Manoney. I am sure we would all be very glad to have 
you raise these points. 

Mr. Kavt. One of the questions that has been asked is: What is 
the urgency of pushing through this legislation in the closing session 
of Congress, when all the Members of Congress are so busy, so over- 
worked? 

I know a number of the Members of Congress and the Senate have 
not had the opportunity to study and acquaint themselves with the 
background that these gentlemen have discussed this morning and 
the merits of this proposal. 

Mr. Chairman, the consideration of the Lincoln Memorial was 
several months in Congress; so was the Jefferson Memorial. I was 
interested in the comment of Dr. Wells, that prior to the action on this 
bill, this is the bill which makes available the proposed bill to make 
available this tract to this private group of, I have no question, very 
fine people, and yet the matter is described this morning very much 
as a fiat complete. 

The architects have been engaged. 

And I would like to bring out the fact that the Lincoln Memorial, 
for instance, after Congress had acted and approved the project, had a 
national competition in which all architects in the United States were 
invited to participate. : 

Senator O’Manoney. You are correct. 

Mr. Kaut. In the design of that most cherished memorial that we 
have. And it was given great study and great consideration before 
it was done, and I think that the product speaks for itself, the result 
speaks for itself. 

I believe that the Jefferson Memorial went through that same 

‘legislative process and careful consideration. ieee 

People asked me the question of: What is the rush? Why a quickie 

action on a matter that so many people have such a great interest in? 
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Another question is the question that I have gotten some informa- 
tion on this morning, but I believe that my constituents and people 
all over the country, for that matter, would have questions on and 
that is: Why should this memorial to freedom and democracy be 
built by a private group, a group however well motivated? What 
assurance is there that the memorial will not be after the promotion 
and the drive for funds, and so on, partly completed and Congress be 
called upon to pick up the tab to complete the memorial? 

Some of us that are students of history recall that the Washington 
Monument was for a long time a half a monument. 

This bill would authorize this group within 5 years to start a 
memorial. Starting a memorial may be putting some concrete in 
the ground and collecting some donations, Mr. Chairman, and then 
stop. 

If they are unsuccessful, however sincere their efforts, if they are 
unsuccessful they can only come back to the Congress and to the 
people and say, ‘‘Pick up the tab and finish the memorial.” 

And we people in Arlington certainly would not invite a partly 
complete freedom memorial. 

Another question, Mr. Chairman, is why is it without any consulta- 
tion and discussion with the people in Arlington who have given so 
much of our land to Federal purposes—we, for all practical purposes, 
are part of this Federal City, and we consider the responsibility to do 
the things that will make our Federal City the greatest capital in the 
world, which it is—why, without any consultation have the architects | 
been chosen and a memorial developed which I believe, though I have 
never seen the plans, and so on, is more than twice the size of the 
Lincoln Memorial and four times the size of the Iwo Jima, the National 
Marine Memorial, which is right beside it and will overshadow both 
of these very great monuments in our city and in this area? 

Why should Arlington County hold the building heights to the 
low level that it has, of about four stories, which is the maximum 
building on which permit has been authorized there as a backstop to 
our beautiful and multimillion dollar mall, and to those memorials? 

If the Federal Government comes along and builds.a skyscraper 
memorial which is higher than any building in that area, any building 
I believe in Arlington or Washington, can we, or should we, prevent 
skyscraper apartment houses and office buildings to go on that beauti- 
ful skyline, if the Federal Government, certainly without hearing 
everything that there is to say on the subject, goes ahead and au- 
thorizes—— 

Senator O’Maunonnry. I want to say, Mr. Kaul, that from the 
Capital, it is very easy to see the Washington Memorial with its ever- 
lasting light and Arlington, without having to look through or over 
any skyscrapers, and I am sure nobody in Arlington objects to that. 

Mr. Kau. We do not object to it. We think it is fine, but, Mr. 
Chairman, there is a great deal of pressure as you know, on public 
officials to permit private land which is being developed into sky- 
scraper buildings for economic purposes. 

Senator O’Manonry. Oh, yes; I know that. 

Mr. Kau. And we, in Arlington, have respected the Federal 
interests in our beautiful skyline, and I hope-we will continue to do it. 

The question that is asked is: Why should we maintain that position 
when the Federal Government does not show us the courtesy of dis- 
cussing their plans which have reached such a stage in development? 
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And the last question, Mr. Chairman, is what consideration has 
been given to the alternative land use. 

We have heard, again only general rumors, as we heard in this case, 
until an objection was interposed late last week, and there has been 
quite a bit of newspaper publicity since that time, but we have heard 
about the bells that will ring in the carillon and that possibly that 
would be an ideal site for such a monument. 

We have heard from many leaders the expression of interest of the 
veterans’ groups, and the others, for the urgent need of this land and 
the expansion of Arlington Cemetery, which I understand will shortly 
be built, questions of that kind concerning land use which do have to 
do with overall national interests. 

And I do not believe that these questions have been put and an- 
swered by the veterans’ groups concerned. 

For example, one of the officials of the American Legion post of the 
10th District, said that they had a very definite interest in this and 
would like to be heard if they had adequate notice and hearings. 

And the Marine Reserve Association, I believe, has an interest in it. 

The Arlington National Cemetery Association is interested, and a 
number of others. 

Now, there has been very little time and very little notice. 

As to the general reaction, I believe that the editorial of the Evening 
Star of August 21, the editorial of the Washington Post of Monday, 
the 19th, and the editorial of the Northern Virginia Sun on August 17, 
which are the three great newspapers that serve our area in northern 
Virginia, sum up better than 1, and in very few words, the general 
feeling of the people there. 

And with your permission, Senator, I would like to submit these 
editorials for the record, without taking the time of the committee to 
read them. 

Senator O’Manonry. They may be made a part of the record, 
Mr. Kaul. 

(The material referred to is as follows:) 


[From the Evening Star, August 21, 1957] 
SPEAKING OF FREEDOMS 


Speaking of freedoms, which the proposed Freedom Wall near Arlington Ceme- 
tery will symbolize, how about giving consideration to another freedom cherished 
by all who visit the cemetery and the Marines’ Iwo Jima Memorial nearby—free- 
dom to view these shrines without interference from a 90-foot-high wall? We 
think Arlington County authorities are justified in protesting any such structure 
so close to the cemetery and the memorial, and we are glad that ill-advised efforts 
to rush legislation through Congress without adequate hearings have been blocked. 

Certainly Arlington County has a right to object to any Government-approved 
“freedom” project on the old Nevius tract involving a huge masonry structure 
rising as high as a 10-story building, as tentatively planned by the National 
Monument Commission. That tract was acquired by the Government to 
forestall private development of the land by promoters of a tall apartment-hotel 
project. The National Capita] Planning Commission and the Fine Arts Com- 
mission vigorously fought the apartment plan on grounds that it would change 
the Arlington skyline and overshadow Arlington Cemetery. The county lost 
substantial tax revenues when this private land was taken over by the Interior 
Department. 

There has been too little public information available about the plans of the 
National Monument Commission with regard to the freedom shrine. It was not 
until recently that congressional committees were told of the plans for a Freedom 
Wall that would be 400 feet long, 250 feet wide and 90 feet high. Before that 
there had been general discussions with the National Capital Planning Commis- 
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sion and the Fine Arts Commission concerning a shrine. However, the two 
agencies have approved only the general idea of a monument, not detailed plans. 
The same tract, incidentally, has been considered for the tower to house the 
carillon gift of the Netherlands. Congress authorized the freedom monument 
in 1954 but additional legislation is needed to permit its erection on the Federal 
land near Arlington Cemetery. The Senate and House Interior Committees 
approved identical bills for the latter purpose without holding public hearings, 
But legislation of such importance to Washington, to Virginia and to the public 
at large ought not to be railroaded through the present session in its closing days 
without benefit of full hearings for all concerned, 


[From the Washington Post, August 19, 1957] 
HEARINGS, PLEASE 


Members of the Arlington County Board are certainly justified in protesting 
the lack of hearings on bills reported in both Houses of Congress to authorize a 
new freedom monument near the Iwo Jima Memorial. The haste is unseemly. 
For years Arlington officials have cooperated, for the most part, in protecting the 
skyline behind the Lincoln Memorial and Memorial Bridge from distracting en- 
croachments. The proposed 90-foot-high memorial would not only seem to call 
this policy in question but also to threaten injury to the setting of the Marine 
Corps memorial. 

Perhaps there are good answers to these questions; and certainly no one will 
challenge the desirability, in general, of a new monument to freedom built by 
- private subscription. But such a structure ought to be planned and located with 
the fullest regard for the requirements of the Washington comprehensive plan and 
of land use plans and programs of the immediate area involved. The House and 
Senate should return these bills to their committees for reconsideration. 





[From the Northern Virginia Sun, August 17, 1957] 


MasstvE MoNUMENT FOR ARLINGTON? 


A bill that could have a substantial effect on Arlington is slated for action 
Monday by both Houses of Congress, 

It is a bill to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to approve an enormous 
freedom monument on the Mall near the Iwo Jima Memorial on Arlington 
Boulevard. 

It is the size of the proposed monument that makes it important to Arlington. 
According to the sponsor of the bill in the House, Congressman Wayne Aspinall, 
of Colorado, the proposed monument would be a four-walled, roofless structure 
of massive proportions: 400 feet in length, 225 feet wide and—most important— 
90 feet high. This is the height of a 9- to 10-story building. 

The monument will not be built with Government furds, but would be a 
project of a private fund-raising organization that is still to be established. 

The bill authorizing the monument was approved by the House and Senate 
Interior Committees without public he»rings. 

It is true that the site contemplated for the monument is Government land, 
and so, technically, Congress is not absolutely obliged to consult the locality in 
which the monument is to be erected; but courtesy would certainly call for some 
notification of the local authorities. Yet no official in Arlington County was 
apparently aw9re of the imminent consideration of this bill by Congress. 

It is surprising, too, thet no notice was apparently given to the Congressman 
from the district affected—in this ease Congressman Joel Broyhill. When 
contacted by the Sun yesterday, Mr. Broyhill said he had not been aware until 
very recently that the bill was to be considered so-imminently. He has‘said that 
. he will eater an objection, which will block immediate passage of the bill, and will 
continue to do so until. appropri*te Arlington officiels have been consulted. 

It is true that the passage of the bill would not necessarily mean that the 
monument would be erected, or that it would be of the massive proportions 
described by Congressman Aspinall. Under the terms of the bill, the plans 
and specifications would have to be approved by the National Monuments 
Commission; the National Capital Planning Commission; the Secretary of the 
Interior, and the National Fine Arts Commission. 

There are many considerations that ought to be weighed before a monument of 
this magnitude is undertaken. For example, the policy of the Federal Govern- 
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ment has been to discourage the building of any structure that would overshadow 
existing monuments and memorials. It is difficult to see how a 9- to 10-story 
structure, measuring 400 by 225 feet could avoid overshadowing the Iwo Jima 
memorial and perhaps other monuments in Washington as well. 

We think it will be well for Congress to pause and consider some of these factors 
before giving the Secretary of the Interior the authority to proceed with plans for 
this edifice. And we hope that there will be some consultation with Arlington 
officials soon, to see what impact this monument may have on the county. 

Senator O’Manonery. Would you please summarize the theme of 
the three editorials? 

Mr. Kaut. Yes, sir. 

The editorial of the Evening Star stresses the point that the Arling- 
ton government has the right to object to any Government-approved 
freedom monument. 

Senator O’Manoney. Does the Arlington government object? 

Mr. Kavu. Mr. Chairman, at last Saturdays’ meeting of the Arling- 
ton County Board, I advised the board that on Thursday morning it 
had been brought to my attention by a citizen that there was this 
proposed monument of this size and so on, and that I had contacted 
the Senators and Congressmen from our district to find out about it, 
and other Members of Congress, and to request an opportunity that 
we be heard on this subject. : 

The other members of the board had also received objections, 
perhaps from some of the same people I had, and so commented. 

We are not opposed to a monument symbolizing the ideals of 
democracy, but no public official in Arlington County, to our knowl- 
edge, had been contacted about this, and 1 would say, Mr. Chairman, 
that the members of the board definitely oppose a monument in 
Arlington County without giving the people of Arlington, the people 
of Virginia, the people of everywhere, a chance to come in and express 
their views whether they be pro or con. 

Senator O’Manoney. Did the board take any official action? 

Mr. Kaut. No, sir. 

What I told the board was that I had been told by some Members 
of Congress that an objection would be interposed, and that I believed 
that this would block the situation of the bill until an opportunity 
could be had and would be afforded. 

Senator O’Manonery. Your position is, then, if I understand it 
correctly, that you believe the bill should not be passed by the Senate 
at this session, but should be postponed for final consideration until 
the next session has assembled and that the people of Arlington 
County and the public generally, be given an opportunity to speak 
their mind about it? 

Mr. Kauvt. I think that is my position, and I believe that would be 
the position of the Arlington County Board. 

Senator O’Mauoney. Is there any gentleman from Arlington here? 

Mr. Kavu. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Woodward is here. 

Senator O’Manoney. Senator Allott. 

Senator ALtorr. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if I might make one 
statement about one phase of this before we proceed, because I fear 
the wrong impression is being cast. 

Senator O’Mauoney. Senator Allott. 

Senator Auttorr. First of ell, Mr. Kaul, there has never been any 
secrecy about this. I would call your attention to the fact that the 
act passed in 1954 says, as follows: 
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Sec. 3. Said monument shall be located on federally owned land within the 
George Washington Memorial Parkway adjoining the north boundary of Arlington 
National Cemetery west of Arlington Ridge Road and south of Arlington Boule- 
vard on the heights overlooking the Potomac River. The monument, upon its 
completion, shall be administered by the Secretary of the Interior through the 
National Park Service, Department of the Interior. 

Now, this act specifically directs what the Commission shall do. 
The Commission has done that. I have been a member of the 
Commission for 3 years. We have met many times. 

This has been approved. 

I went to take away this idea that it was done in secrecy or without 
knowledge. As far as I know your board never filed with the Park 
Service or with the Department of the Interior or with the National 
Monument Commission, after we presented this legislation. I think 
you will agree they never contacted me about the legislation which 
had been filed by myself and Senator Neuberger. That is correct, 
is it not, sir? 

Mr. Kavt. Senator, we did not know about it. 

Senator AtLorr. That is true, is it not? 

Mr. Kaut. We did not know that this was being considered. 

Senator ALtLorr. Here is a public law which is 3% years old, which 
specifically sets this property over for this specific purpose and says 
how it is going to be handled. 

Now, one other thing, and I just wanted to touch on this thing of 
secrecy, when I introduced with Senator Neuberger the bill here, I 
have before me, H. R. 8290, which is Mr. Aspinall’s version of it, in 
June of this year, which was after the monument had been approved 
by the National Monument Commission, the National Capital Plan- 
ning Commission, the Secretary of the Interior, and the National 
Commission of Fine Arts, there was no secrecy about it, this bill 
moved through the Committee on Interior in the Senate in the normal 
course, and in the normal way that legislation moved through and 
because there were no objections, it was considered in the Committee 
of the Whole at which time these pictures and witnesses from the 
Department of the Interior, Dr. Wells, and others, were present for 
questioning, and the Committee was informed that they were present 
and the whole thing was completely out in the open. 

And that fact I wish to bring to the attention of the committee so 
that there will be no question about anything being hidden in this 
thing. 

Mr. Kavu. Senator, I want to assure you that I did not mean. to 
imply that it was any intention of the committee to have secret 
consideration of this. But I only mean to show, and you have just 
stated that the witnesses present were a representative of the De- 
partment of the Interior—that is a Federal Government agency 
that bas an interest in this—and other Government officials here, but 
there was no publicity on this thing, that I know of, given in the 
newspaper, nor was there any notice in Arlington. 

I would like to feel assured- 

Senator ALLorr. Let me point out to you, you were put on public 
notice over 3 years ago and there have been news releases in Washing- 
ton, numerous news releases. 

I believe Dr. Wells has 1 copy of a national magazine here, the 
article of which alone listed 22,000 replies. 

Mr. Kavu. Senator, we did not see any publicity on this. 
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Senator Attorr. Is that a correct statement, Dr. Wells? 

Dr. We tus. That is correct. 

Mr. Kauu. May I ask you, Senator, is it unreasonable for Arlington 
to expect the Federal Government to inform it of proposed memorials, 
certainly of these proportions, when all of this work and preparation 
of plans and hiring of architects and so on, is going forward; is that 
unreasonable on our part, with Arlington as close as it is to the 
Federal City? 

Senator Auiorr. I will let Mr. Palmer answer that. He is the 
vice president. 

Mr. Patmer. Mr. Kaul, many-of the questions you raise seem to 
be very valid ones. I think you raise them because of lack of infor- 
mation. 

For example, you mentioned the height. The height is lower than 
the trees. 

Mr. Gugler will show us the picture right here. The plan for the 
monument he declined to consider for this tract unless it could be 
entirely harmonious and would not impinge upon the Iwo Jima 
Monument. 

Incidentally, the Netherlands carillon will be built on the site in 
an appropriate location. 

This exhibit shows it is not going to be a blot on the map, but that: 
it blends into the surroundings perfectly. 

Secondly, Mr. Kaul very properly raised the question about hurry. 
There has been no hurry. It has been in gestation for over 7 years. 

And Mr. Kaul then asked about why not a national competition. 
I think Mr. Thompson of the Department of the Interior may clear 
up that point. 

You cite certain projects you thought had been done by national 
competition. With the chairman’s permission, if Mr. Thompson 
would tell us about that, I think it might help Mr. Kaul to under- 
stand this situation. 

Senator Brste. May I ask a question there to clear up my own 
thinking? 

Senator O’Manoney. Senator Bible. 

Senator Braue. I have been reading the law of 1954. When this 
law was passed was it contemplated that this would bea Federal and 
national monument administered and operated by the Park Service 
of the Department of the Interior, or was it contemplated that plans 
go forward and it be turned over to a private corporation? 

That is where I am confused. 

Mr. Paumer. I think that is a very good point, too. 

Senator O’Manonery. Pardon me just a moment, please. 

Unfortunately, Senator Bible, I have to be at the Judiciary Com- 
mittee meeting at 11:30, and I am now depending. upon your good 
offices. I have to yield to you many times during the past year. 

Will you continue the hearing, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator AtLtort. Before the chairman goes, I want to again express 
my appreciation to him, because I thought it was very vital that these 
people in Virginia have an opportunity to be informed on this matter, 
and it is only through the kind offices of the chairman that this meeting 
has been arranged. 

Senator O’Manonry. Thank you very much, Senator Allott. 

I, of course, was most anxious that representatives of Arlington 
should be heard. Like other Members of the Congress, I have been 
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much impressed with what the Freedom Foundation has been doing. 
I think that nobody can doubt that education of the youth of America 
in the basic principles of freedom as established by the colonial fathers 
of the country is highly necessary. 

There has been too great neglect of education in the history of 
what was achieved here for freedom in other days. We know now 
that history is being neglected in schools throughout the land and if we 
lose our knowledge of the principles of freedom as they were laid down 
here in the beginning and cherished and nurtured for many years, we 
cannot well hope to be the leaders of the world in the preservation of 
human freedom. 

I think all of our Members were impressed by the great efforts that 
this organization has been making, but I am sure that, as Senator 
Allott said, we certainly want the people of Arlington and the people 
of Virginia and the people of the United States to be well informed 
about what the program is and is to be. 

Now under the chairmanship of Senator Bible, further consideration 
will be given to anything that those present may wish to contribute. 

Senator ALtorr. Thank you, Senator O’Mahoney. 

Mr. Kavu. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Patmer. To answer Senator Bible’s question, if you like 

Senator Brsue (presiding). Yes, please. 

Mr. Pautmer. It was originally thought that it might be well to 
have a Federal charter similar to'that for the Red Cross. 

But such charters have been granted in so few instances it was felt 
better to use the Freedoms Foundation because the Freedoms Founda- 
tion is a nonprofit organization so well organized throughout the 
United States that during the last election through its use of Boy 
Scouts, it placed 44 million pieces of literature to get out the vote in 
every home in the United States. Is that correct, Dr. Wells? 

Dr. Wells. That is right. 

Mr. PauMer. So to take a public body of that kind, nonprofit, led 
by people of unimpeachable standing, would relieve the burden on 
the Government and the Department of Interior concurred. 

Senator AtLorr. Could I answer your question more fully, because 
I think this should be made a part of the record, and I am reading 
from the report on the creation of National Monument Commission 
on page 3, which states this very well: 

The functions of the Commission would be to secure plans and designs for a 
useful monument to the Nation symbolizing to the United States, and to the 
world, our liberty, the ideals of a democracy, and the five freedoms, speech, 
religion, press, assembly, and petition, sanctified by the Bill of Rights adopted by 
the Congress in 1789 and later ratified by the States. Such plans would be 
subject to approval by the Secretary of the Interior, by the National Capital 
Planning Commission, and by the Commission of Fine Arts. The bill provides 
that the monument shall be located on federally owned land within the George 
Washington Memorial Parkway adjoining the northern boundary of Arlington 
National Cemetery west of Arlington Ridge Road and south of Arlington Boule- 
vard on the heights overlooking the Potomac River. This tract of land, commonly 
referred to as the Nevius tract, is located at the western terminus of the most 
famous axis in America, comprising the Capitol Building, the Washington Monu- 
ment, and the Lincoln Memorial. This tract is the last available land in a line 
formed by the Capitol Building, the Washington Monument, and the Lineoln 
Memorial. It is high in elevation and overlooks the Mall axis. Its position is 
unique, it is extremely important to the Nation’s Capital from an esthetic stand- 
pent, and therefore should be devoted to the highest public benefits to the 
Nation, : 
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We are of the opinion that the monument envisioned by H. R. 6455 not only will 
supplement our monuments to great men in our National Capital, but also will 
symbolize the ideals of a free democracy and the five freedoms in the minds of 
men in the United States and throughout the world. The bill wisely endows the 
Commission with great latitude as to the nature and architectural structure of 
the monument. At the same time it adequately protects the Federal interests 
since the plans for such structure must be approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior, the National Capital Planning Commission, and the Fine Arts Commis- 
sion. The monument, upon its completion, will be administered by the Secretary 
of the Interior, through the National Park Service, Department of the Interior. 

Senator Bratz. I appreciate that because that really is a recap of 
the law. 

But I still do not think it specifically answers my question, Senator 
Allott. 

And this says: 

Sec. 2. Such plans shall be approved by the Secretary of the Interior, the 
National Capital Planning Commission, and the Commission of Fine Arts, and 
thereafter submitted to Congress for legislative authorization. 

Now, my question is simply for information alone: Have the plans— 
not the bill—have the plans been submitted to Congress for legislative 
authorization? 

Senator ALLOTT. That is this bill, the implementation of that. 
This is H. R. 8290 and S. 2363. 

Senator Braue. Yes. 

But have the plans been submitted to Congress? Is the bill itself 
the plans? 

Senator AtLotrr. The implementation of the plans; yes. 

Senator Brsiy. Because it -says such plans shall be approved by 
these three agencies, Interior Department, National Capital Planning 
Commission, and the Commission of Fine Arts, and thereafter sub- 
mitted to the Congress for legislative authorization. 

Senator ALLotr. We brought the plans to the committee. 

Mr. Paumer. These were submitted to both committees of ‘the 
House and of the Senate. 

Senator Birnie. When? 

Senator ALuorr. It was the day we had the hearings in Interior 
and the same things occurred in the House. These plans and presenta- 
tions were brought here. They were brought to the House. Mr. 
Thompson, who acts as secretary of the Commission and is in the 
Department of the Interior, was available. 

Senator Brats. I am interested in the nature of the corporation 
that you set forth in Senate bill 2363: 

The National Freedom Shrine Foundation, a corporation organized under the 
laws of the District of Columbia— 

Do we have anything in the record indicating exactly what type of 
corporation it is? 

I am sorry; I came in late. 

Dr. Weis. The National Freedom Shrine Foundation is a nonprofit 
corporation of the District of Columbia, whose sole purpose is the 
construction and development of this project. It has no other 
function and no other reason for existence. 

Senator Brsie. And it was organized when? 

Dr. We ts. It was organized only as an interim instrument until 
the memorial could be turned over to the Department of the Interior 
as the Congress has indicated. 

Senator Brsie. And it is organized when? 
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Mr. Wetts. A year ago this month. 

Senator Bisie. A nonprofit corporation organized specifically for 
this purpose. 

Dr. We.ts. A nonprofit organization organized specifically for this 
purpose to do this one and only job and it will dissolve at the time 
the instrument is turned over to the Department of Interior. 

Senator Brsie. With the idea in mind to raise the necessary funds 
in the manner that you previously described. 

Dr. Weuus. Yes, sir. . 

Senator Braue. For the purpose of financing this particular monu- 
ment? 

Dr. Wetts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Birnie. Do you have any architectural estimates or engi- 
neer’s estimates as to the possible cost of this monument? 

Dr. Wetts. We have, Senator, and we have Mr. Gugler, who is 
probably the greatest authority on that, and I should like to refer 
that question to him. 

Senator Bisue. Certainly. 

Dr. Weis. Mr. Gugler. 

Senator Binuts. Maybe he would testify on that one point a little 
later, but I have no objection to him answering the question right now. 

Come up here, please, Mr. Gugler. We are trying to elicit facts 
here so we will have a full knowledge of this particular bill; 

We are happy to have you with us, Mr. Gugler. 

You are Eric Gugler, of New York? 


_ STATEMENT OF ERIC GUGLER, ARCHITECT, NEW YORK, N. Y. 


Mr. Gueuer. That is right. 

Senator Binte. And you have been the architect who designed the 
following plans; is that correct? 

Mr. Guauer. That is correct; yes. Twenty-three million dollars, 
Senator, isour thought. And the collectors of the money feel that they 
can do that. 

Or, if they wish to make additions, they can get whatever money 
that is necessary without an appeal to the Congress for anything. 

Senator Bisie. The estimates for the plans which appear here in 
the room for the National Freedom Shrine Monument, is a figure of 
$23 million, 

Mr. Gua.er. Yes, sir. 

Senator Braue. That includes everything. 

Mr. Guater. I do not think it includes the planting. It includes 
the monument. 

Senator Brste. What, sir? 

Mr. Guater. It does not include landscaping. 

Senator Braue. It does not include landscaping? 

Mr. Guausr. No. 

Senator Brsie. And it is contemplated that landscaping would be 
done by the foundation, or would it be done by the Park Service? 

Mr. Guaumr. I imagine the Park Service. 

Dr. Weuts. At their request. 

Mr. Guauer. They have suggested that they would like to do it, 
and I am sure we would be willing, but if they should not be willing 
I think the money still would be available to do it. 
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Senator Brsuz. May I ask if we have an official report on this 
particular bill from the Interior and Park Service? 

Mr. THompson. Yes, sir. 

Senator AtLtorr. There is a report there. 

Senator Biste. Maybe that will answer many of my questions. 

Senator Atuorr. I think it would be wise to point out that the bill 
which is under consideration only authorizes this corporation to erect 
the monument. It gives them absolutely no other authority. 

Senator Brste. May I ask whether or not the National Freedom 
Shrine Foundation, a nonprofit corporation, has salaried officers? 

Dr. Wetts. It has no salaried officers. 

Senator Bisie. Everyone serves without any compensation what- 
ever? 

Dr. We tts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Patmer. It will employ a staff of lawy ers and publicists and 
fund raisers, and so forth, out of the funds that are raised. 

Dr. Weis. Senator Bible, may I add at this point that a policy has 
been adopted on resolution with the National Monuments Commis- 
sion that all funds recéived from the general public, children and citi- 
zens, will go into the construction costs of the monuments; that all 
overhead costs such as the cost of printed materials and all the facil- 
ities that go into a campaign of this kind, shall be raised from estab- 
lished nonprofit or other foundations and organizations of substance 
who have purposes of assisting projects of this type; so that all funds 
received from the general public will, in fact, go into exclusively the 
construction contracts of the project. 

Senator Brste. I think that was very well developed for the 
record. 

I think it might: be helpful and particularly for you, Mr. Kaul, if 
this official report of the Secretary was read into the record. I think 
it throws quite a bit of light on this. 

Senator Au.orr. I think it should be read. 

Senator Braue. It is an official report dated August 7, 1957, under 
the signature of Roger Ernst, Assistant Secretary of the Interior, 
recommending favorable consideration of the proposed legislation. 
[Reading:] 

Dear Senator Murray: Your committee has requested a report on S. 2363, 
a bill to authorize the erection of a national monument symbolizing the ideals of 
democracy. The act of August 31, 1954 (68 Stat. 1029), provided that the func- 
tion of the commission established by that act would be to secure plans and designs 
for a useful monument to the Nation symbolizing to the United States and the 
world, the ideals of democracy as embodied in the five freedoms, speech, religion, 
press, assembly, and petition, sanctified by the Bill of Rights, adopted by Con- 
gress in 1789, and later ratified by the States. 

We recommend favorable consideration of this proposed legislation. 

By the terms of this proposal, the National Freedom Shrine Foundation, Inc., 
a public-spirited organization, would be authorized to erect the monument con- 
templated under the 1954 act. Plans for the monument have been formulated 
by the National Monument Commission, with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior, the National Capital Planning Commission, and the Commission of 
Fine Arts, as prescribed by the act. 

Of course, I can add, parenthetically, and correctly, that that was 
the Commission that was set up 3 years ago in the act of 1954. 

Senator ALttotr. That is correct. 

Senator Brsie (continues reading) : 


Pursuant to this proposed legislation, the foundation would carry out the 
raising of funds and the construction of the monument. We understand that the 
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foundation plans to raise the funds for the monument, estimated to cost $23,- 
950,000, by an appeal to the Nation’s students and the general public. Current 
plans of the foundation call for completion of the monument structure by July 
1962. 
, 


Under the plan of the Commission for the monument structure, the details of 
which we understand will be presented separately to your committee, the monu- 
ment would be a roofless structure opening to the sky in order to incorporate 
that sense of freedom which the monument itself is designed to portray, The 
monument would be 250 feet wide, 500 feet long, and 90 feet in height. In the 
center of the structure would be a gardenlike court in which there would be con- 
structed a monolithic shaft. Upon this shaft there would be carved the credo 
of freedoms upon which the principles of democracy are based and by which 
democratic governments exist. 

As planned by the commission, the Freedom Shrine will depict American his- 
tory chronologically stressing the continuity of events and themanner in which the 
ideals and aspirations of one generation have affected and inspired the next. It, 
is contemplated that the walls of the structure would portray, on their granite 
surfaces, impressive inscriptions of great distinction, imperishable phrases chosen 
from our past, and, in high relief, groups of figures, episodes, and events of our 
Nation’s history. Starting with the Age of Discovery, the monument plan in- 
cludes in chronological order around the interior walls, a succession of sculptored 
figures in groups depicting, in a narrative manner, the highlights of our Nation’s 
history. Adequate space would be reserved upon the monument walls for similar 
treatment of future historic events and persons in order that future generations 
may add to the history of our way of life in this proposed Freedom Shrine. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised us that there would be no objection to 
the submission of this report to your committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
Rocer ERnst, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

And I am likewise adv una that we have an independent report 
here from the Bureau of the Budget indicating the same attitude that 
they have no objection to the enactment of Senate 2363. I think pos- 
sibly that might clarify a few of the questions that have been developed 
and might be of a little help to you, Mr. Kaul. 

Mr. Kau. May I ask a question, Senator Bible? 

Senator Brsie. Certainly you may. 

Mr. Kavt. I understood Senator Allott to say that the plans were 
submitted to the committee at its hearings when the bill was sent up. 
It was my understanding that there had been no hearings at the time 
that this bill was report ted to the Senate. 

Senator ALtLorr, Let me explain that in order that there be no con- 
fusion, and I do not want to misrepresent anything. 

This bill-was filed or introduced in the ordinary way and referred 
to the Interior Committee in the ordinary way. 

As Senator Bible knows, many of the bills which we receive in the 
Interior Committee, if there appears to be no opposition and they are 
wholly uncontroversial, are considered by the committee usually upon 
statements of the sponsors of the legislation or interested Senators, 
and discussed in the committee as a whole and acted upon there. 

When this was put up on the calendar for consideration this bill 
before the committee, which was about a week ago in round figures— 
I am not sure of the exact date, I am informed it was the 13th of 
August—when this was put before the committee at that time, it 
occurred to me that while we had no objections, and I thought that I 
could adequately explain it to the committee, that perhaps the com- 
mittee might wish to have some questions, or might wish to see 
actually what these designs were. 
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So I had Mr. Thompson bring up these various, well, I suppose you 
would call them presentations, and they were placed right here at 
the end of the room upon that day. This matter was discussed. 

By the way, Dr. Wells sat out here in the anteroom for a period of 
some 2 hours holding himself available as did Mr. Thompson available 
for questioning. 

The bill came up. I told the committee that the presentations 
were here and I would be happy to go into them and also that these 
two gentlemen were waiting and would be happy to explain any 
part of it, or all of it, if they might have any questions about it. 

And the committee did not formally, although some of them 
beforehand went over and looked at the presentations, but did not 
ask for any formal evidence or testimony on it. And, therefore, the 
bill was passed. 

Mr. Kavu. Do you consider that a public hearing, Senator? 

Senator AuLorr. I say that is a public hearing. It is a hearing in 
the same way that dozens of other bills are handled i in the Congress of 
the United States. 

The point that I want to negate and very strongly, is that in any 
sense, and I cannot do this too forcefully, that in any sense the action 
upon this bill was hidden from anyone, and I want to make myself 
very positive about that. 

Mr. Kavu. Well, I understand that, Senator. 

But this explains, though, why we did not know that a hearing was 
being held, and we did not have an opportunity to be here, or we did 


‘not learn of it and we, therefore, were not there to be heard by the 


committee. 

Senator AtLtotr. May I point out to you, Mr. Kaul, that the real 
significant action on this took place not on August 13, but when the 
original act creating the Monument Commission was passed. 

Now, I am sure that Mr. Palmer, Dr. Wells, Mr. Gugler, and Mr. 
Thompson, and all these many, many other fine people, who have 
devoted days and weeks to this thing, where I have devoted just a 
few hours, have no desire to cram anything down anyone’s neck. It 
is important. I hope you believe this. 

Mr. Kavut. What is the rush, then, Senator? That is what | 
cannot understand. 

Senator ALtLorr. The rush is that this is the culmination of 7 years’ 
work. They have done everything that the law directed them to do, 
and I will say have done it openly. 

Many of these people—— 

Mr. Kavi. But—— 

Senator ALtLorr. Now, please let me finish my observation. 

Many of these people have spent thousands of dollars of their own 
money to bring this to its present fruition. Now, the only ange 
as near as I can express it, and perhaps Dr. Wells can express it, i 
that we must get going on this before we lose the impetus of ihe 
movement. 

Is that about the size of it, Doctor, or would you want to express 
it differently? 

Dr. Wetts. On May 15, the National Monwr ent Commission and 
the members of the executive group of the National Freedom Shrine 
Foundation, met with the President of the United States. 

Senator Brsitre. On what date, Doctor? 
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Dr. Wetus. May 15, 1957. This followed a series of other meet- 
ings. At that time all of the art material that is in this room and 
the many presentations were shown to the President. He indicated 
at that time that inasmuch as every phase of the requirements in 
the bill, in Public Law 742, had ‘been laboriously complied with over 
a period of several years through the various commissions, and that 
it was appropriate to ask for the authorization from the Congress 
which the original law required. 

This was done in purely the normal way. And there is a time when 
you have everything complete. There are architects, people of great 
consequence, who are able to acquire funds for this; people in educa- 
tion, teachers, and preachers and folks all over the Nation who are 
adhered to it. There are staff people who have given their willingness 
to leave their normal, remunerative jobs and come without compensa- 
tion for help of this. 

General Bradley and many others have set aside other duties after 
these long considerations, so that it is appropriate that a genesis has 
arrived and that actual work that has been going on in these many 
years now come to a peak where a complete team is ready to do it, 
and plans ready to do it, and every requirement has been met. 

Mr. Kaut. I think it is clear that the proponents and people work- 
ing on it are ready to go ahead, but what is not clear is that all of the 
organizations and people have not had an opportunity to review what 
it is you are proposing, in order to support or oppose. 

Senator Brste. May the Chair offer this, for what it is worth, and I 
certainly do not know all the details, Mr. Kaul: 

But it occurs to me a good deal of what you are saying is something 
that probably should have been directed prior to the enactment of 
Public Law 742, because so many of the things you testified to, it 
seems to me, go to some questions as to Public Law 742, because, as I 
read Public Law 742, that, in effect, authorized and set up the National 
Monument Commission, gave them certain duties, instructed them to 
come: up with plans, said those plans shall be approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, the National Capital Planning Cemmission, the 
Commission of Fine Arts, which has been done. And they have come 
up with those plans. 

In addition to that, they specifically, in section 3, in mandatory 
language, say where this particular monument shall be located. 

So, it seems to me that a previous Congress of the United States 3 
vears ago determined, first, who should approve the plans and, second, 
where it should be located. 

So, many of your objections, it seems to me, should have more 
properly been presented before the committee before Public Law 742 
ever became law. 

Mr. Kau. Well, Mr. Chairman, we frequently have the studies 
and the work done before a final approval is given, and it would 
seem to me that it was the intention of Congress here in this law to have 
these studies and this work done and then have Congress pass on 
the final results. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we are not accusing anyone of secrecy. 

Senator Braue. I recognize that. Go ahead. 

Mr. Kavu. But, if you will bear with me on this point, first of all, 
we would have been here with views to express had there been a pub- 
licized public hearing when the present bill went through the com- 


. 
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mittee. But now let me ask you, Mr. Chairman, in your judgment, 
is this a public hearing on the merits? 
Senator Biste. Now, Mr. Kaul, what are your basic objections to? 
It seems to me your basic objection i is to Public Law 742, which has 
been on the statute books of the United States for 3 years, which has 
been fully acted upon, the determination has been made, as I read it. 
If the plans are approved by the Secretary of the Interior, the 
National Capital Planning Commission, and the Commission of Fine 
Arts, those are the plans that set the freedom monument. Maybe I 
am wrong. But I do not think that is subject to anything except final 
legislative authorization. 
Then, as I understand it, instead of the Federal erecanielit build- 
ing this, as I know they have built many monuments and national 
parks in the Park Service with the Federal dollar, they are using tbe 
shrine foundation to, in effect, be the building agency as a private 
enterprise. 
Senator Attorr. That is correct. 
Senator Brsty. Maybe I oversimplified that. 
. Mr. Kavu. There is one question I cannot understand, Senator. 

I do not know. I know some of the objections that have been ex-— 
pressed, but, until there is an adequate notice and a public hearing, 
you cannot tell what the reaction of the people that have an interest 

would be. 

Senator Breie. A public hearing on what? What specific question? 

Mr. Kavu. A public hearing on the question before Congress; 
whether or not there should be approved a memorial of the type that 
has been designed here to be financed in the method that has been pro- 
posed here by the private group that are proposed to do it. 

Senator Brsuz. I am thinking out loud. It seems to me that, 
maybe, there is only one question before this committee. It is not a 
question as to plans, not as to location, and not as to whether this is 
the right type of a monument, because I think that has been deter- 
mined by the delegated agencies authorized in Public Law 742. 

I think the only merit to what you are saying is someone might say, 
‘“‘We do not believe the money for raising the $23,950,000 should be 
done by this particular private foundation.”’ It seems to me that is 
about the only question that you have in this entire problem. Maybe 
I am wrong about that. 

Senator Autuorr. I believe that is true. and I would like: to say 
here the staff has just handed me a memorandum which I requested 
whether there was anything in the file. This bill was introduced 
June 21, and our staff received no communications of any kind— 
letters, telephone calls, in any way at all—except a communication 
from Senator Neuberger urging that it be set up for a hearing and 
put on the calendar. 

Mr. Kavu. We just did not Know. 

Senator Brste. Mr. Kaul, I certainly understand that. Had you 
had full, ample, and complete notice, and had you had a full-dress 
hearing, which we are attempting to have now, I am _ wonder- 
ing what the area of the hearing would embrace, other than the one 
question as to whether or not this foundation is the correct agency to 
build the monument. The question as to location, I think, has been 
determined. 

Mr. Kavu. Design; has that been determined also, Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Brie; I would think so, offhand. 
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Mr. Kau. Would that not be the intention of Congress in requir- 
ing this final authorization? 

Senator Brsus. I think not, because such plaris shall be approved 
by the Secretary of the Interior, the National Capital Planning Com- 
mission, and the Commission of Fine Arts. I do not think it was 
contemplated i in this law that the Congress have a veto power or any 
other agency have a veto power over the plans that have been finally 
approved. 

1 could be in error. I am just thinking out loud. I want to be 
helpful. 

I, just'as Senator Allott, Senator Neuberger, and-members of this . 
committee, certainly believe in giving people and having people have 
the free opportunity of being heard. 

I am just wondering what area——. 

Mr. Kavut. Do you consider this a hearing on the merits of the bill, 
Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Braue. Yes. 

Mr. Kaut. Is the bill before the committee, or, as 1 understand, 
Senator Robertson requested that the bill be referred back to com- 
mittee for public hearing and for reconsideration and report to the 
Senate? 

But his request was denied. And I believe that the bill is still 
before the Senate and not before the committee. 

Senator Bisie. That is right. 

Mr. Kavu. So you do not consider this a public hearing on the 
merits of the bill, do you, Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Bisue. I certainly do, because I am getting a good liberal 
education, and I think it is a very full hearing and everybody is 
having an opportunity to be heard. 

And you are speaking here and giving your views very clearly, 1 
think, and very effectively. 

Mr. Kaun. Mr. Chairman, I Seeread yesterday at 4 o’clock of the 
hearing. 

Senator Braue. | appreciate it. 

Mr. Kavu. And I assure you there are dozens of people and organ- 
izations who would be here today, if they had had adequate notice 
to appear before the committee and express their views on this 

Senator Brsite. May I ask you——— 

Mr. Kaut. For the benefit of the committee. 

Senator Brie. Do you object to this particular memorial? 

Mr. Kaut. I do not know, sir, until I have had an opportunity to 
examine it on the merits and to hear the pros and cons and have it 
examined and hear what people have to say at a public hearing. I 
do not know. 

Senator Braise. The second question: Do you object to the 
location? 

Mr. Kaut. Personally, I am in favor of a memorial for freedom 
and democracy. 

Senator Bisue. Surely. 

Do you object to the location? 

Mr. Kaut. I would not. 

As a person, I would not, but as a member of the Arlington County 
Board, I would say yes, I object until our planning director, Mr. 
Detter, and until our planning commission of nine members, have had 
an opportunity to review the plans and until our county manager and 
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the other interested people in our county government have had an 
opportunity, and certainly until my associates on the county board 
have had an opportunity to review the thing from the standpoint of 
its merits. 

Senator Birnie. How long have you been on the county board, Mr. 
Kaul? 

Mr. Kavu. This is my second year. 

Senator Brste. And obviously, you had no knowledge of this law 
which was passed some 3 years ago? 

Mr. Kaut. No, I did not have any knowledge. 

Senator Brste. It seems to me so many of these questions which 
you raise are questions which were det ermined by the enactment of 
this law. All citizens are charged with notice of the law. 

Mr. Kau. Was there a public hearing on this law, Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Bisie. I would certainly think so. I cannot answer the 
question. I was not here in 1954. We could have the staff look that 
up. Ido not want to be going back and forth here allday. However, 
it is a public law and you are charged with notice of it. I see a 
gentleman in the back of the room here who seems very anxious to 
say something. 

‘Did you have any thing further to add? 

Mr. Kavu. No, sir; 1 do not. The Arlington County Board is now 
in session On a very important thing and if I could be excused here, 
I would like to be. 

Senator Brsie. You certainly could. 

I compliment you on the effective manner that you expressed: your 
side of this. 

Mr. Kautz. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Brste. Personally as far as I am concerned, I consider this 
a hearing on the merits of the bill. 

Senator Autorr. I do, too. 

Mr. Kavt. If I had an opportunity to hear the merits you might 
find, I would be sitting with those gentlemen doing everything I could 
to support the ideals of democracy, and I think most of us feel the 
same way. 

Senator Bratz. Thank you very much, Mr. Kaul. 

Did we have another member from the Arlington County Board, 
Mr. Cooper? — 

Mr. Woopwarp. No; Mr. Cooper is not here. 

Senator Brsite. You are a member of the Arlington County Board? 

Mr. Woopwarp. No, sir. I am a citizen of Arlington. 

Senator Biste. You are Albert Y. Woodward. We are happy to 
hear from your, Mr. Woodward. 


STATEMENT OF ALBERT Y. WOODWARD, RESIDENT, ARLINGTON, 
VA, 


Mr. Woopwarp. Senator, I want it clearly understood that I, and 
no one else that I know of, have any objection to the creation of a 
freedom monument. 

The purpose, the principle behind it, is something that we all agree 
with. 

There is a problem in Arlington that I do not believe has been 
brought to the attention of the committee. The Arlington County 
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Board has for some time restricted tne height of buildings in the area 
that is immediately near this monument. 

Now, there are no buildings there that are over four stories high. 
The hillside is covered with trees. There has been a definite policy 
of not allowing huge buildings to go up there. Attempts have been 
made for quite some time. 

Extensive hearings were held on that in the House when another 
bill to turn these lands back to the tax rolls of Arlington County and 
to construct apartments, hotels, et cetera. 

Now, my main consideration here is this: that if a monument of the 
proportions that this monument is, 90 feet high, and so forth, is 
approved, that undoubtedly this will serve as a basis for the people 
who would like to break down this regulation on the part of Arlington 
County that buildings not be constructed over a certain height. 

Senator Brsie. Do you know what that height is, sir? 

Mr. Woopwarp. No, but I do know they have been limited to four 
stories until now. 

Senator Binie. How high is four stories? 

Mr. Woopwarp. Well, I am not sure of the definite number of feet, 
Senator. That could be checked. 

Senator Braue. Forty feet, would that be a fair Beure? 

Mr. Woopwarp. I would not say definitely, because I am not sure 
of the exact footage, but I do know that apartments have been erected 
to four-story levéls. None have been approved above that that face 
the Mall, or would affect this particular area. 

Senator AtLtorr. Mr. Woodward, what about Arlington Towers? 
They are across the road from there. 

Mr. Woopwarp. Arlington Towers are not behind this and do not 
face the Mall. It is not noticeable from the Washington side, so far 
as this proposed monument is concerned, or the Iwo Jima Memorial. 

It is not detrimental to the Arlington Cemetery. 

Personally, I opposed Arlington Towers. 1 did not feel they should 
build it there. Nevertheless, it was built, but not in a location that 
would forma backdrop for this monument, the Lincoln Memorial, or 
the Iwo Jima Memorial, or any of those monuments on the Mall. 

Now, the problem is if this is passed I feel confident, as one person, 
and I am sure others do, that serious pressure would be put on the 
Arlington County government to now allow us to build 12-story, 
15-story apartments in this area. That is not only a problem for us 
in Arlington; I think that is definitely a problem for the Federal 
Government, and, unless that problem is investigated, I believe that 
it may be difficult on that. 

I contacted the head of the Marine Corps Reserve Association, 
Colonel Hansen. Colonel Hansen told me that he understood from 
the Interior Department that that would not be a problem because 
the Interior Department plans call for the Federal Government pur- 
chasing all of the land from Mead Street back to Fort Myer. 

Now, I think that is a matter that this committee should determine 
as to whether or not that would be a wise followup of that, and 
whether it would be an unjustified expense or proper from the stand- 
point of taking property from the tax rolls in Arlington. 

So there are other problems to consider, I think, in this. 

Now, as I say, if the committee sees fit to approve this, of course, 
ve have no objection to the purposes behind this monument, or the 
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ideals of democracy. We are for promotion of those things; we are 
for educating our youth and our oe people and everybody on the 
history of this country and all of the things of that kind. 

But whether or not these other problems will create a serious detri- 
ment to the National Capital parks in general and to the monuments 
that are already established, and to iotaten Cemetery—there have 
been suggestions that a better use of this property might be an exten- 
sion of Arlington Cemetery. 

I have been told that Arlington Cemetery will run out of space for 
burials within a period from 3 to 5 years. 

Now, this is right next door to Arlington Cemetery. It is a most 
natural place tovextend the cemetery, and I believe that you will find 
that some veterans organizations are seriously in favor of that. They 
have not been consulted on this. They have not been requested or 
invited to appear before the committee as far as I know. 

If they are given an opportunity, I think that some ideas would 
come into this that the committee has not considered. 

‘Whether or not these things are considered valid in the opinion of 
the committee, I do not know. 

But we, in Arlington, at least the citizens that I have talked to, feel 
that these matters that have not come before the committee should 
be given some consideration. 

Senator Bisie. Thank you, Mr. Woodward. 

Mr. Woopwarp. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Brsie. Are there any questions, Senator Allott? 

Senator ALLorr. Yes. 

Do you know whether or not the Marine War Memorial Foundation 
has approved this? 

Mr. Woopwarp. They have told me, at least Colonel Hansen has 
told me, that for a period of over 2 years they opposed the plans. 
They finally agreed, have compromised on the plans to the extent that 
the only objection they have now is the height of the monument. 

Now, that was told to me informally. It is not a declaration. I 
would not want to declare the Marine Corps Reserve. 

Senator Attorr. We have the official information, so I will bring 
it out so you do not have to conjecture at it. 

Mr. Woopwarp. That is fine. That was told to me late yesterday 
after I received the call from the committee at 4 o’clock. 

Senator AtLorr. Mr. Thompson has that information and can 
give it to you. 

Mr. Woopwarp. That is fine. 

Colonel Hansen told me that Mr. Thompson told him that the 
Interior Department had approved the plan already. Of course, the 
Congress has not. 

But the Interior Department has it in its long-range planning to 
purchase all this property from Mead Street back to Fort Myer, raze 
the apartments that are already built there, the four-story per enneanit 

Senator ALttorr. Do you. have property interests in this area 

Mr. Woopwarp. I have; yes, sir. And I would not like to see 15- 
story apartments built along that area. 

Senator ALLorr. Where is your property? 

Mr. Woopwarp. It is on Nash Street. It is not on an axis to the 
Mall, not in any direct line, and I have been advised by members 
of the House committee who are personal friends of mine, that it 
would actually increase the value of my property to put this monu- 
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ment there. It probably would. It would be a beautiful monument, 
no doubt. It would have fountains. We would overlook this. It 
would be very nice. 

But aside from that, I think that other things are to be considered. 

Senator Brsue. If there are no further questions, thank you very 
much, Mr. Woodward. 

Mr. Woopwarp. Thank you. 

Senator Bisue. I think our last witness, or the next to the last 
witness, is Mr. Minnick. 

We are very happy to have you with us, Mr. Minnick. You may 
proceed. 


STATEMENT OF JOHN MINNICK, LEGAL OFFICER, THIRD MARINE 
DIVISION ASSOCIATION, SENIOR PRESIDENT, ANALOSTAN 
SOCIETY, CHILDREN OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION 


Mr. Minnick. I appreciate this opportunity to be here, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Senator Birnie. Make yourself at ease. 

Mr. Minnick. I am very grateful that this hearing was called, 
although I did not know about it until this morning. 

Senator Brsie. We are very glad to have you, Mr. Minnick. 

Mr. Minnick. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Bisie. You are legal officer of the Third Marine Division 
Association, and senior president, Analostan Society, Children of the 
American Revolution. 

Where do you live? 

Mr. Minnick. Arlington. 

Senator Braue. Fine. The record will so show. 

And please proceed in your own way. 

Mr. Minnick. First, | would like to second the remarks of Mr. 
Kaul. 

Now, the Third Marine Division Association has had some knowl- 
edge of this law which was passed in 1954, and we have been waiting 
for the plans, and we had expected that there would be a hearing, and 
the first public notice that has come to my attention as legal officer 
of the Third Marine Division Association is this news item which 
appeared in the Washington Post this morning. 1 may be wrong. 
There may have been-other public notices. 

But this is the first one that I have actually seen. 

Senator Braue. The first notice that you personally have of it? 

Mr. Minnick. Of a hearing. 

Senator Brsie. Go ahead. 

Mr. Minnick. It is as follows [reading]: 


MonuMENT BitL HEARING SLATED 


A Senate Interior Subcommittee will hold a public hearing at 10:30 a. m. today 
on a bill to build a massive $23.9 million Freedoms Monument on the Nevius 
tract in Arlington. 

The meeting was scheduled after protests from Arlington County residents and 
officials that the legislation was pushed through the Senate and House Interior 
Committees without proper hesrings. 

The proposed shrine, which would be built on the Nevius tract south of, the 
Iwo Jima Memorial, would be financed by a public fund drive conducted by the 
National kreedoms Shrine Foundation. No Federal funds would be used. 
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And I believe that is what Mr. Kaul was trying to get at. 

Now, obviously, the patriotic organizations and societies in the 
United States will want to have a freedom shrine built along the lines 
that have been proposed. I have not had an opportunity to present 
this matter to our executive committee to get an expression of opinion 
from our association in order to appear at this hearing to give you an 
expression of opinion of our members. 

I have taken the newspaper clippings that came out during the course 
of the past week on the matter and sent them to our executive secre- 
tary, who is in California, by airmail, special delivery. 

Obviously; there has been no opportunity to get an answer back, so 
I cannot speak for my association today, because I have not had an 
expression of opinion. 

Now, it is my understanding of the law that after the matter has 
been approved by the National Monument Commission, Secretary of 
the Interior, and the Commission of Fine Arts, and the National Capi- 
tal Planning Commission, that the plans would be presented for legis- 
lative approval. 

And, we have been looking forward to the day when the hearing 
would be held, that we could find out what it was all about and today 
I have found out what it was all about. 

I can report back to my association now that I have learned some- 
thing. 

But we still have not had an opportunity to express our opinion. 

Senator Binte. What would your personal opinion be? Do you 
object to this location, Mr. Minnick? 

Mr. Minnick. I have no objection to the location, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Brsie. Do you object to the plans? 

Mr. Minnick. I| have no objection to the plans. 

Senator Brsie. Do you object to the purpose? 

Mr. Minnick. I have no objection to the purpose. 

Personally, and it is my personal opinion, and not necessarily the 
opinion of the Third Marine Division Association, or any of its 
members 

Senator Braue. I understand you are speaking for yourself, Mr. 

- Minnick. 

Mr. Minnick. It is my opinion that this is a very worthwhile 
project. There is no question about that, as far as I personally am 
concerned. 

But it is also a fact, I believe, that there has been no public notice 
until this news item in the paper this morning. I may be wrong. 

Senator AtLorr. Mr. Minnick, you were in the room when I spoke 
to this matter with Mr. Kaul, and so there would be no point in 
repeating what I have said about this. Of course, you are charged 
with knowledge of the 1954 act as is every other citizen charged with 
knowledge of the acts of Congress. 

As to this bill, I am sure that there has been no attempt on the part 
of anyone, and ‘knowing Washington as you certainly do, I am sure 
that you would be pretty certain that you could not get the National 
Capital Planning Commission and the Fine Arts Commission to agree 
on anything without a great deal of hearing and a lot of discussion. 

Mr. Minnick. I wonder if any of the patriotic societies and organ- 
izations were invited to attend those hearings. 

Senator Brste. We are going to hear from Mr. Thompson. 
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Senator Attorr. Mr. Thompson will probably clarify that and 
some other matters, Mr. Minnick. 

Senator Braise. We are going to call on him after we finish with you. 

Mr. Minnick. One other thing 

Senator Brae. Certainly, go right ahead. 

Mr. Mrynicx. I am also senior president of the Analostan Society, 
Children of the American Revolution. 

Senator Brste. What is the Analostan Society? 

Mr. Minnick. It is an historical name taken from Analostan 
Island, which was owned by George Mason’s family which has been 
renamed Theodore Roosevelt Memorial Island. 

Senator Bisie. [| was curious as to the name and derivation. 

You said you had something to add on behalf of the Analsostan 
Society? 

Mr. Miynicx. On behalf of the Analostan Society, Children of the 
American Revolution, and all others, the Children of the American 
Revolution have a terrific program coming up this year based on the 
theme of courage, action, and responsibility. 

Now, as far as action is concerned, perhaps this is one of the things 
which the Children of the American Revolution could undertake. 

I do not believe they have been contacted, have they? 

Dr. Wetus. Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Braue. Certainly; answer it, Doctor. 

Dr. Wetus. There are appr oximately 400 national patriotic bodies 
and some 35,000 local bodies, sir, and there has been no effort to con- 
tact this entire national group. It is a physical impossibility. 

Mr. Minnick. What I want to say is that here we have a tremen- 
dous proposal suddenly brought into the open and those who are 
expected to help to do it have had no information up until now. 

Senator Brsie. I assume the doctor and National Freedom Founda- 
tion would not hesitate to enlist your help in raising funds for this 
shrine. I should think they would be very happy to have your help. 

Dr. We ts. Senator Bible, I wish to inject at that point that I 
personally talked with the chief executive offices and national elected 
commanders of veterans’ organizations and patriotic societies of the 
60 largest societies in this country, and had many conversations over 
a period now of 5 years on this project. 

In my personal conversations and the conversations of many of the 
other members of the body that have been devoted to this, the 
whole aspiration, the complete plan, the general idea, has been exposed 
to them on many occasions. 

And it was not long ago, for example, that the Coast Guard League 
passed by resolution a program to participate, and there have been 
volunteer offers from all the principal patriotic military societies and 
national service groups and organizations. 

Every one of the principal executive officers of such societies as the 
Rotary, Kiwanis, Lions, and all, have in the process of this seen the 
concept and have had it explained, and there has been a very genuine 
effort to bring within the canopy of this every one of those great 
institutions that have made America what it is in the understanding 
of American history. ° 

And the participation of such a group as yours is a vital consequence 
in the whole development and, of course, would be thoroughly needed, 
and a corollary of it is cooperation of all would be required and very 
completely be sought. 
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Mr. Patmer. You may be interested in this, a copy of an article 
written by Robert Sherwood, called The Great Stone Book, published 
in 1953 in the American Heritage magazine. 

Senator Bratz. Do we have any further testimony, Mr. Minnick, 
from you, sir? Do you have anything else? 

Mr. Mrnnicx. That is all I can say today, Senator. 

Dr. We ts. Senator Bible? 

Senator Braue. I beg pardon, sir. 

Does that complete your testimony? 

Mr. Minnick. Yes. 

Senator Braise. Did you want to say something, Doctor? 

Dr. We.ts. I just want to make this comment, with your permis- 
sion, sir, that the entire scope of the proposal was published in Family 
Circle magazine, as a front cover item showing a preview of the 
freedom shrine with a distribution of over 5 million throughout the 
entire United States, with a six-page article, and that was done in 
March 1956. 

This information has been widely distributed right in your own 
communities. This was distributed in every State in the United 
States and in every city of 5,000 or more, I understand, with a reader- 
ship and distribution substantially over 4 million. 

Senator Braue. We are glad to have that additional testimony. 

The hour is running rather late and the Senate is in session. 

I think possibly we can hear you, Mr. Thompson, if you will just 
give us a recapitulation and attempt to avoid going over ground which 
has been covered since you have been here, sir. 

This is Harry Thompson, the Assistant Superintendent of the 
National Capital Parks, Washington, D. C. 


STATEMENT OF HARRY THOMPSON, ASSISTANT SUPERINTENDENT, 
NATIONAL CAPITAL PARKS 


Mr. THompson. Thank you, Senator. 

I, like the gentlemen from Arlington, heard of this last night ®* 
40 ‘clock, but I was 300 miles away. 

So if I am a little incoherent it is because I have driven 300 miles 
in the meantime. 

I would like to take just this moment to clear up two points that 
I think ought to be cleared for the record. 

First, regarding the problem of lands. Insofar as I naw, and I 
believe I would be in the position to know, the Department of the 
Interior has no plans for acquisition of any properties whatsoever to 
the west of Mead Street. It has been talked about. It has been 
thought through as one of those things that might be desirable, but 
insofar as I know the Department of the Interior or the Park Service 
has not scheduled, nor have they programed any thought of adding 
to the old Nevius tract, which has been the subject of our discussion 
this morning. 

Secondly, I would like to clear up the problem that Senator Allott 
spoke about, this matter of public hearings and publicity. 

I would like to reenforce again that in addition to the publicity that 
appeared in the Family Circle, the local newspapers on 2 separate 
occasions carried full diagrammatic drawings and photographs of this 
project within the past 3 years when it was presented to the Com- 
mission of Fine Arts and to the Planning Commission, and not only 
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were they presented once to these Commissions, but they were pre- 
sented twice, first for a preview for advice, which is an unusual proce- 
dure, but we went back the second time for a finality on these Com- 
missions. 

And among the many requirements that the Commission of Fine 
Arts and the Planning Commission made of this Commission was that 
there should be cut profiles both longitudinally of the axis of the Mall 
and transverse through the monument itself in order that they might 
be assured that the type and the kind and the character and concept 
of this monument would fit into a terminal feature actually along the 
great Mall of our Capital City . 

We developed drawings for them. They were sent to all the mem- 
bers and, as a result of that presentation, they were of the opinion 
that this particular monument would not, in any way, impair the great 
Mall axis from the Capitol through the Washington Monument and 
Lincoln Memorial on to the far hills on the Virginia shore. 

I think, Senator, that the answer to your question will be found, 
and I think you already found it, in the concluding sentence of section 2 2 
of submitting to Congress for legislative authorization. 

As for heari ings, I should remind the gentleman from Virginia that 
the meetings of the National Capital Planning Commission are open 
-hearings. There is usually an agenda of their meetings published the 
day before the sessions. 

Senator Brnste. Who makes up National Capital Planning Com- 
mission? 

Mr. THompson. It is a body of 12 members, several ex officio 
members. There is a director appointed. There are several members 
appointed by the President. 

I cannot give you the specific number, but there are 12 members 
made up of public citizens of eminence in architecture, planning, land- 
scaping, throughout the United States on that board. They serve it, 
I might say, without pay also, as does the Commission of Fine Arts. 

Senator Birnie. They are not Government officials. 

Mr. THompson. They are not, only ex officio. The Director of the 
Park Service is a Government official and there is a representative of 
the Corps of Engineers. 

Senator Brsuz. Ex officio members. 

Does the director of the Park Service have a vote? 

Mr. THompson. Yes, he does. 

Senator Bisie. And do all the ex officio members—— 

Mr. THompson. All the ex officio members. 

Senator Bratz. Have votes on the Commission? 

Mr. THompson. They do, yes. 

Senator Braue. Very well. 

Mr. Tuompson. There were questions raised about the problem of 
holding it for competition. I would make it a matter of record here 
that the Lincoln Memorial itself, while it was made the matter of com- 
petition, the memorial that you now see was not the winning design. 
It was the free-lance architect who did it. 

And the same is true of the Arlington Memorial Bridge, which is a 
national monument. 

A great many of our national monuments are not competitive. 

As a matter of fact, the American Battle Monuments Commission 
which is that Federal group and body that has developed our national 
monuments to our heroes throughout the world, proceed upon the 
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basis of assigning architects and sculptors to their work instead of on 
a competitive basis. 

They find it engenders too much internal jealousy, and so forth, 
and they get better results in the long run. 

Are there any questions that anyone here would like to ask of me? 

Senator Braue. There is one question I would like to ask you, be- 
cause I think you are in a position to answer it. 

In your many years of service with the National Park Service and 
the Department of the Interior, and your familiarity with national 
monuments, do we have any precedent for this type of financing the 
cost of a monument? 

Mr. THompson. Yes, we do. Practically all of our, well not all, 
but a very substantial number, for example, the Iwo Jima or the 
Marine Corps Memorial to the dead of all wars, which would be the 
neighbor to this particular monument, was financed in identically that 
same way. 

Senator Braue. Located on privately owned land? 

Mr. THompson. It is. 

Senator Birnie. And administered by whom? 

Mr. THompson. The Department of the Interior. 

Senator Bisie. By the Park Service? 

Mr. THompson. Yes, sir. 

It was almost identically, word for word and item by item, run 
through this identical process. First, there was the nonprofit organiza- 
tion established to raise funds. 

Then they sought authority of the Congress in the same manner that 

this group is seeking authority of the Congress. 

Senator Brste. Can you give any other examples also? 

Mr. THompson. Yes. 

Senator Bratz. Any other precedents? 

Mr. THompson. Yes. 

Senator Braue. Is the Washington Monument a precedent? 

Mr. THompson. The W ashington Monument is. The Second In- 
fantry and the First Infantry Monument, and so on. 

The Second Infantry Monument, which is just being completed is 
a dedication to the Second Infantry Division. There is also the 
monument to the First Infantry Division. 

And a great many organizations seek authority. Some are refused. 

Senator Brsite. What about the Lincoln Memorial? 

Mr. THompson. That was a federally paid for and sponsored thing. 

Senator Bratz. The Jefferson Memorial? 

Mr. THompson. The Jefferson was. It was. 

Senator Brste. How about the national monuments around the 
Nation? Do any other occur to you that were financed in the method 
of either Iwo Jima or the one proposed in this case? 

Mr. Txompson. Of course, the Statue of Liberty was privately 
financed. It was a private venture. It was financed by the dimes, 
nickels, and pennies from throughout the world. It was principally 
sponsored in France, England, and this country. 

I want to say in regard to the Iwo Jima Memorial that while this 
committee was not in session, Colonel Hansen, president of the Marine 
Corps War Memorial Foundation, talked with me on the telephone 
and he said to me that I was privileged to quote him to this effect: 
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So far as he, as president of that organization, which raised the 
funds and which sought authority on which to build under a perma- 
nent agreement with the Department of the Interior, the present 
Marine Corps Memorial, that he was very happy to have this monu- 
ment as a neighbor to the Marine Corps Memorial and that he felt 
that it preserved the integrity of their monument, that it would not 
overshadow it, and that he would like this committee to have that 
official word from him as president of that foundation. 

There was a question raised about the possibility of Freedom Shrine 
Organization having financial difficulties and turning it over to the 
Federal Government. 

Just briefly, I should like to cite that when the Marine Corps 
Foundation came to the Secretary of the Interior, even after the 
Congress had granted them authority to erect their monument on 
this site, there was a very tightly drawn agreement whereby we were 
assured that they had finances at hand, or available, to complete the 
memorial which they had conceived before they were permitted to 
break ground, and I think you will find that those same situations and 
that same set of situations will prevail as this organization is concerned. 

Senator Brste. Do you remember the cost of the Iwo Jima 
Memorial? 

Mr. TuHompson. No, I cannot give you the cost. I would be 
guessing. I am guessing $1.5 million, or $1.7 million, in that category. 

Senator Braue. Of course, this is $24 million, a $24 million project; 
is that correct? 

Mr. THompson. Yes. 

I would be happy to try to answer any questions. 

Senator ALtLorr. May I ask you one question which I think is 
necessary? 

Mr. Kaul and others referred to the skyscraper features of this 
building. Do you have any composites or anything which would 
show this building in relation to the surrounding areas? 

Mr. Tuompson. All I have is a photograph, which I happen to 
have here, which Senator Bible has seen before. I do not think you 
want to see it again. 

Senator Birnie. Do you have a tunnel in it? 

Mr. THompson. No, I took the tunnel off of it. 

Senator Brsuie. This will help you. 

Mr. Tuompson. I know Senator Bible is familiar with this map. 
These are trees which I guess are about 100 feet high, which are in 
the neighborhood. 

Senator Braise. How high are they? 

Mr. TuHompson. I am guessing, and I would say, roughly, 90 feet, 
would you not, Mr. Woodward? 

Mr. Woopwarp. What is that? I do not understand. 

Mr. THompson. These trees. 

Mr. Woopwarp. This is Arlington Towers. 

They, of course, do nor form the background for this. 

Mr. THompson. They are neighbors. 

Mr. Woopwarp. They are apartments. 

Mr. THompson. They are apartments and apartments over four 
stories high. 

Mr. Woopwarp. Would you estimate that they would be 90 feet? 
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Mr. TxHompson. I think they are 8 stories, possibly, but that is 
offset from this. 

Mr. Woopwarp. It doesn’t form a backdrop for it. 

Mr. THomeson. These are the apartments. ‘They are substantially 
way up in the air. 

Senator Attorr. And directly in line of the mall. 

Mr. THompson. Almost. 

Mr. Woopwarp. They are set in a hole on the other side of thie hill, 
and part of the top comes over that hill. They are not on the hill 
itself. 

Mr. Tuompson. One of the careful considerations the Commission 
of Fine Arts stated at great length was that before they give us any 
final consideration we cut axis lines through both, cross axis and 
longitudinal, to be sure that this monument would fit into and disappear 
into the woodland backdrop on the hill. This is quite high up in here 
and the photographs will tell you that. 

They were quite satisfied that this would not be a disruption at all. 

Senator Bratz. When you build this bridge across up the river from 
the present Memorial Bridge, is that going to interfere with this in 
any way? 

Mr. Tuompson. First, I would like to correct the record: We are 
not going to build it. Someone else is going to build it. 

I hope it will not be built. 

Senator Braue. I recognize your position. 

Mr. TuHompson. It certainly will interfere. 

If you are interested you can flop that map around and see how the 
bridge would interfere with it. It would cut in the foreground. But 
this is another hearing and I will not burden this hearing with that 
testimony. 

Senator Atuorr. I have one other question, because I am sure 
Mr. Minnick will be interested in this: 

As I recall some of our meetings the concept of this shrine in its 
development was completely correlated with the idea that the Marine 
Memorial, which is always going to go by the name of Iwo Jima, 
whether we want it or not; would be located on the northern portion 
of this tract, will it not? 

Mr. THompson. That is correct. 

If you will look at the date of Public Law 742, which was approved 
on August 31, of 1954, you will find that that prec edes an authority 
of the Congress issued to the Marine Corps War Memorial Founda- 
tion, and that was deliberately done in this sequence in order that 
what we call the land mass of the Nevius tract would be saved intact 
and in the location. é; 

In working with the Marine Corps Foundation, they did under- 
stand this thoroughly, that this monument was to be there, and, as 
a result of that knowledge, worked with us to move their memorial 
off to the left in order to save this land mass which is a great mass 
of land. 

Senator AtLotr. It was a coordinated thing. 

Mr. THompson. It was a coordinated thing. 

Senator Atuotr. It was not the question of one competing with 
another? 

Mr. THompson. No competition. 
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Senator ALLotr. There was a coordinated plan with the whole area. 

Mr. THompson. That is right. 

. Mr. Minnick. That is what the members of my association want to 
now. 

Senator Attorr. I thought you would be interested in that. 

Senator Braue. Senator Allott was trying to bring that in for you. 

Mr. Pautmer. This shows the memorial over 300 feet from it. 

Mr. Minnick. I sent that sketch to the executive secretary. 

Mr. Guater. That doorway, 50 feet wide and 30 feet high, will 
make as beautiful a frame for the Iwo Jima Memoria! as can be 
imagined. 

Mr. Pautmer. This shows the harmony of scale to the trees. 

Mr. THompson. May I continue? 

The loops in the upper right-hand corner are not there just by 
chance. They were worked out with laborious meetings with the 
Arlington County authorities, to make way for grade separation. 

So we are devoting a substantial part of that site to Arlington 
County. 

So the Arlington County authorities have been familiar with our 
plans and ambitions for quite some time. 

Senator Braue. Are there any further questions? 

Mr. Minnick. I have one more question. 

Senator Braue. Certainly. 

Mr. Minnick. What is the reason in the present statute that is 
being proposed here to require this agreement, that the funds be in 
hand before the ground is broken? 

Mr. Tuompson. There is nothing in here. That is an administra- 
tive decision the Secretary of the Interior as a Federal agent will see 
that the Federal interests must be protected. 

We would be remiss if we were to just willy-nilly turn people loose 
to clutter up the park areas with monuments without being sure that 
they were going to be completed. 

Senator Brsiz. The answer is there is nothing specific in the 
statute. 

I think Mr. Thompson’s answer is a fair answer and a good explana- 
tion. 

Are there any further questions, any further testimony? 

Mr. Woopwarp. I notice one thing. It has been mentioned that 
the trees would come over the top of this monument. There are, to 
my knowledge, no 90-foot trees in this area. There are trees possibly 
50 feet, and something of that kind. 

At present, there are no trees that I know of that would come in 
front of us. Those trees maybe 100 years from now might do that. 
I do not believe there would be 90-foot trees that would come up. 

Senator Brsue. I would be glad to have the architect answer that. 
I am going to advise you that 1 must close this hearing in 2 minutes. 

Mrs. CLeaa. Senator Bible, I want to comment. I am in opposi- 
tion. We certainly should be given a minute. It will only take a 
couple of minutes. 

Could I do that before further questioning and answering, so that 
I get it in? 

Senator Brste. May we have your name? 
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STATEMENT OF MRS. CHARLES M. CLEGG, RESIDENT, 
GEORGETOWN, D. C. 


Mrs. Cieee. I am Mrs. Charles M. Clegg, of Georgetown, District 
of Columbia, and except for the good offices of our 90-year-old Evening 
Star newspaper and the announcement in the Washington Post with 
the schedule of today about this hearing and none of our citizens 
associations would have known of it. 

The members, the officers, are out of town on vacation. And as 
far as I know, the DAR and other people were not notified about this. 
That has been covered. 

I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that a monumental mistake is about 
to be perpetrated through S. 2363, and I oppose its passage and I 
recommend the repeal ‘of the act. of August 31, 1954 (68 Stat. 
1029) and my reasons for this are, first, that 1 do not believe that such 
a monument as is contemplated would in any way serve to educate 
our children, and my grandchildren in the principles of the Constitu- 
tion. 

Secondly, the parkway and the river area between the 14th Street 
Bridge and Key Bridge is scenically one of the most beautiful and 
historical in the world. 

It is one of the most beautiful and historical and one of the most 
precious in the world. 

To place another large structure in this area would be bad. 

My three grandsons may well grow up to prefer a demolishing war 
to trying to live with the artistic monstrosities that some pe ople are 
trying to inflict upon us in the sacrosanct names of peace, culture, 
progress, and freedom. 

I urge the committee to take heed of the wise counsel of the Evening 
Star editorial of August 21, the last sentence of which says that: 
[reading] 

But legislation of such importance to Washington, to Virginia, and to the public 
at large, ought not to be railroaded through the present session in its closing days 
without benefit of full hearings for all concerned. 

Senator Binte. Thank you very much, Mrs. Clegg. We are cer- 
tainly glad to get your views. 

Mrs. Ctecc. Thank you. 

Senator Brsie. You are welcome. 

We had one question remaining unanswered. 

Mr. Guauer. About the trees. 

Senator Braue. Yes. 

Mr. Guater. When first came down here, I was asked whether this 
monument might be built in this place, and my feeling was it should 
not, because I was afraid it would be too big and be too conspicuous; 
that it would hurt the Mall, having a roofless structure, largely open 
in the front. 

It is, to the contrary, a sort of garden feature and does not have that 
difficulty which embarrassed me at first. I thought it would. 

I would have withdrawn it had I thought so. 

Secondly, we measured the trees, and there are a great many about 
120 feet high. 

Another comment I would like to make is that, if there is any fear 
that such a monument as this would increase the size of apartment 
houses near it, I think that is not a sequel to it. I should say if you 
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built the Capitol twice as high you still would not build a house any 
higher than your residential laws permit you to. 

It seems to me that those objections are valid objections. 

I also would like to say that in the Fine Arts Commission I sug- 
gested that possibly the wall might be reduced to 80 feet and told them 
the difficulties and the embarrassments of the designer in that case. 

For instance, on one wall, there is an equestrian figure which 
represents the end of France in America, which is Montcalm on a 
horse falling off of it when he was w ounded and being caught by one 
of his soldiers. ‘This represents the end of French power in America. 

Such an equestrian has a certain size. If it is less than that size, 
it has the danger of seeming ridiculous or puny. 

Therefore, I said about the wall, that it ought to be 90 feet. 

In the Art Commission their feeling was that they might even have 
liked it better if it were higher. Instead of permitting me to reduce 
it, they said, ‘“My goodness, don’t reduce it.’ 

There is a certain nobility that you like to have. 

Even when you walk through those columns if there is no roof, 
your instinct would be to take your hat off; whereas; if it were half 
that size, it would not be any good. 

The pyramids of Egypt w ‘ould never have been heard of had they 
been very small. 

There is one little thing that Dr. Wells has suggested to me to 
speak of, and that is at the end of this court there is a temple. 

When Mr. McKeem designed the Lincoln Memorial before Mr. 
Henry Bacon actually did it, and there was no competition for the 
Lincoln Memorial, I do not believe, Mr. McKeem had this monument 
made with nothing but printed word in it, and Lincoln was out on 
the steps. 

The idea of such a memorial, I think, a memorial to a theught, is 
one of the noblest in the world and at the end of our court we have 
a large temple-like structure in which the Constitution, the Declara- 
tion of Independence, the Bill of Rights, and the North-West Ord- 
nance w at be carved on precious stones, and nothing would be in 
there by way of a structure or personality, but only the noblest 
thoughts that have to do with the origin of this country which still 
holds so well. 

Senator Braue. Thank you, Mr. Gugler. 

Mr. Minnick. Could I just ask a question? 

Senator Bisie. One last word. This could go on all day. I am 
going to have to recess this hearing and get over to the Senate 
chamber. 

Mr. Minnick. Would the Virginia Declaration of Rights be along 
with those documents? 

Mr. Guater. Yes; it is just next door to it. 

Senator Braue. Thank you. 

Senator AtLorr. May I express my appreciation, Mr. Chairman, 
to all of the gentlemen for coming here today. 

Senator Braue. I join in that. 

Thank you each and every one for your contribution to the com- 
mittee. 

We stand adjourned. 

(Thereupon, at 12:50 p. m., the hearing was adjourned.) 

(The following communications (appendix) pertain to the hearing:) 
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APPENDIX 


Unitep States SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
August 10, 1957. 
Hon. Crinton P. ANDERSON, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 


Dear SENATOR ANDERSON: S. 2363 authorizing the erection of a national monu- 
ment symbolizing the ideals of democracy, to be located near the Virginia approach 
to the Arlington Memorial Bridge, is on the agenda for the meeting of the Interior 
Committee on Tuesday, August 13. We are hopeful that this bill can be favorably 
reported at that time. 

On the 24th of November 1952, Dwight D. Eisenhower said ‘‘Thus we will 
show the world our Nation’s fundamental belief in God, our constitutional govern- 
ment, designed to serve and not to rule the American people, and our invisible 
bundle of personal political, and ethical rights’? when he called upon ‘‘Americans, 
whoever they are and wherever they may be to implement the purpose of erecting 
in our Nation’s Capital a monument to America’s basic beliefs.” 

Subsequently there has been created the National Monument Commission on 
which we were privileged to serve, created for the purpose of securing plans and 
designs for a useful monument to the Nation which would symbolize to the people 
of this country and the world the ideals of democracy as embodied in the Bill of 
Rights. 

The National Monument Commission has searched diligently for a design and 
concept which would in every way serve as a fitting monument to carry out this 
objective. We are pleased to have taken part and to present to this committee 
the results of the Commission’s labor which we unreservedly recommend to you. 

The site chosen and reserved by Public Law 742 for this memorial is an elevated 
tract of park land on the Virginia hills, overlooking the Potomac River. The 
memorial concept is one showing a great open court that shall be roofless. The 
walls will have portrayed on their granite surfaces impressive inscriptions of great 
distinction, imperishable phrases chosen from our past, and in high relief groups of 
figures, episodes, and events of our history. Plans now prepared have been 
carefully and repeatedly reviewed and approved by the National Commission of 
Fine Arts, the National Capital Planning Commission, the Department of the 
Interior and the Marine Corps War Memorial Foundation. It is our view that a. 
monument of the dimensions now envisioned will be a living aid and inspiration in 
the development of the awareness of our history and its perpetual meaning in 
communities across the Nation and in faraway lands where Americans are at work 
or. on guard. 

In the exact center of this ‘great courtlike monument will stand, carved in 
granite, the Freedoms Foundation Credo Shrine, which has been written, edited, 
and approved by 257 justices of our State supreme courts. The President, some 
3 months ago, personally reviewed plans for this great monument. At.that time 
he enthusiastically praised and endorsed it and requested that every possible step 
be taken to make possible its erection at the earliest possible date. The National 
Freedoms Shrine Foundation stands ready to undertake this venture and has been 
organized to raise funds with the hope that construction may be started within 
the coming year. 

Through the lengthy deliberations and many meetings of the National Monu- 
ment Commission advice was sought from such men as J. Edgar Hoover, the 
Reverend Frederick Brown Harris, chaplain of the United States Senate, Judge 
Learned Hand, and General of the Army Omar M. Bradley, and numerous other 
men in high places and with great wisdom and foresight. In the spirit of coopera- 
tion these and many more have banded together fortified by a galaxy of famous 
historians, sculptors, and artists throughout the United States, to bring into 
reality the monument which we hope will be started within the near future. 
It is significant that there has been incorporated a nonprofit organization known 
as the National Freedom Shrine Foundation, for the sole purpose of constructing 
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on a public conscription basis, the monument which would endlessly advocate 
the dignity of man. 

As members of the Commission and this committee, we most respectfully 
recommend the approval of S. 2363 which does not authorize the expenditure of 
any Federal funds. 

Sincerely yours, 
Gorpon ALLoTT, 
United States Senator. 
RicHARD NEUBERGER, 
United States Senator. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., August 26, 1957. 
Hon. Harry R. SHEPPARD, 
House of Representatives, Washington,. D. C. 


Dear Mr. SHepparp: Several articles appearing in recent issues of the local 
newspapers indicate that you are concerned that the Department of the Interior 
may have a program to raze the apartments to the west of the Nevius tract in 
Virginia, which has been selected by the Congress as a site for a national monu- 
ment to the freedoms as enumerated in the Bill of Rights. The purpose of this 
letter is to correct any impressions you may have on this point and to state without 
any reservations whatsoever that the Department of the Interior does not have, 
nor has it ever to my knowledge had, any program to acquire any properties to 
the west of Meade Street, either for inclusion in the monument site or for any other 

urpose. 

7 On August 22 I was privileged to appear before the full Senate Interior and 
Insular Affairs Committee when hearings were held on the monument problem. 
At that time I indicated to the committee, as I have indicated in this letter to you, 
that such reports were without foundation.. I have requested Mr. Stewart French, 
chief counsel for the Senate Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, to furnish 
you with a transcript of the hearings, with particular reference to the testimony 
which I presented, in order that this question may be clarified. 

Concern has also been expressed that the organization designated to raise 
funds and construct this monument might, for lack of funds, abandon the project 
before it is completed. It is a principle of the Department of the Interior, when- 
ever private organizations obtain authority from the Congress to erect a monu- 
ment on Federal park land, that a carefully drawn agreement is entered into and 
secured whereby the Federal Government is assured that sufficient funds are at 
hand or in sight to complete the monument in accordance with approved plans. 
Such agreements are always tightly drawn to insure that the Federal interests 
will be protected and that the Federal Government will not be called upon at 
some subsequent date to complete such a monument. I refer you to such an 
agreement which was entered into between the Marine Corps War Memorial 
Foundation and the Federal Government when the Iwo Jima Memorial on the 


-Nevius tract was erected. You may be assured that should the Congress grant 


authority to the National Freedom Shrine Foundation Incorporated to erect a 
monument on the Nevius tract, an agreement to fully protect the Federal interests 
and to insure that the Government will not be called upon to complete the monu- 
ment will be consummated before any work is started. 
Sincerely yours, 
Harry T, THompson, 
Assistant to the Director. 


UniTEp States SENATE, 
CoMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
August 28, 1957. 
Hon. Harry R. Suepparp, 
Representing 27th California District, 
House of Representatives, Washington, wp, So, 

Dear CoNGRESSMAN SHEPPARD: At the request of Harry Thompson, Assistant 
Superintendent of National Capital Parks, and with the approval of Senator 
Murray, our committee chairman, there is submitted herewith a copy of the 
transcript of our full committee hearing on S. 2363, the National Freedom Shrine. 
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Superintendent Thompson assured the committee that there were no plans what- 
ever for the purchase of any lands in the area adjacent to the federally owned 
tract. - 

As to notice and hearings, permit me to state that our committee handled this 
legislation—both the authorization act in the 83d Congress and the present bill— 
in precisely the manner we have handled all other legislation in the 9 years I have 
been a member of the professional staff. That is, the bills were introduced, which 
is always a public act, reports were requested from the administrative agencies 
concerned, and the dockets held open for any public comment, pro or con. If 
request is received for public hearing, such hearing is almost always held. In this 
case no communications whatever, either telephone calls or letters, either in the 
83d or 85th Congresses, were received. 

If we undertook to solicit the views of non-Federal agencies and individuals, for 
every 1 we approached we’d make a hundred or 10 times that many enemies of 
persons wno weren’t asked. After all, our committee has four-hundred-odd bills 
referred to it every Congress, and we couldn’t possibly undertake to ascertain what 
private parties might be interested in each of the four-hundred-odd and attempt 
to get their views. 

Rather, we leave it to the individuals to make known their views to us. 

I’m certain that had it been an oil and gas bill, my good friend from Tidelands 
days, Al Woodward, would have made it his business to know about it and make 
known his views to us in timely fashion. 

The chairman has directed me to express the hope that this transcript and the 
foregoing comments may be helpful in furthering this extremely meritorious 
legislation. 

Respectfully yours, 
Stewart FRENcH, Committee Counsel. 
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